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scarcity of water now for the use of the Depart- || 
ments; and we know that it is becoming scarcer. 
Such is the demand for water in this city, that it is 


almost impossible—and, unless we have some 
more stringent laws, | may say that it is impossi- 
ble—to prevent persons from tapping the pipes 
which conduct the water along the streets to the 
Departments. In case of fire, there is now on 
this account, a very dangerous scarcity of water. 
I look upon a sufficient supply of 
very first want of this city. The best mode of 
obtaining it, and the most economical mode, it 


water as the | 


seemed to us, was to get a plan and surveys from | 
the Engineer Department; upon which the Com- | 


mittee on the District of Columbia could pass, and | 


from which they could select some suitable plan, 
and present it for our consideration at the next 
session. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
ment of the Committee on Finance will be adopted. 
There are some three or four projects which have 
been entertained upon this subject. One is to 
bring water from the Great Falls of the Potomac. 
My opinion upon that subject is, that if it be 
brought from those falls, by the natural law of 
water finding its own level, you may get a supply 
that will reach higher than the dome of the C api- 
tol. Another project is to havea dam at the Little 
Falls, some two or three miles above Georgetown, 


and then, by means of force-pumps upon the plan | 


of the Schuylkill water-works at Philadelphia, 
furnishing water from that point. 
to obtain a supply from Rock Creek. 

Now, it seems to me to be absolutely necessary 


A third plan is | 


I hope that the amend- | 


that a competent engineer should go upon the | 
ground, examine the practicability of the various | 


plans which have been suggested, make his esti- || 


mates, and give us the results of his examinations, 
so that Congress may act hereafter understand- 
ingly on the subject. 

This city, as every gentleman must have per- 
ceived, is growing with a rapidity unparalleled in 
its past history. This is visible to all of us. We 
see new structures going up everywhere. Your 
census tables show a vast increase in the popula- 
tion of the city within the last ten years. If this 
goes on, as I believe it will, the present supply of 
water will not be sufficient for the demands, or 
anything like the demands for private uses, inde- 

endent entirely of the public uses. 
ote there is now a deficiency in the supply of 
water for private uses, in which this city, and all 
the persons connected with the Government, its 
legislative and executive branches, are interested. 
The Government is intimately concerned in having 
a good supply of water here. The object of the 
amendment is to obtain preliminary information, 
and | hope that engineers may be sent out to re- 

ort upon all the various plans, so that we may 
coves some data upon which we can act discreetly 
and properly hereafter. 

Mr.CLARKE. Mr. President, I do not intend 
to oppose this appropriation. Perhaps no gen- 
tleman here cares less than | do whether $5,000 are 
appropriated, or more or less. But here you have 
a corps of engineers. There are probably plenty 
of them in the city doing nothing, and you pro- 
pose to appropriate $5,000 to send one of them 
out to make a reconnoissance and see, by proper 
levels, from what point the city of Washington 
can be best supplied with good and wholesome 
water. That such a supply is necessary, I ad- 
mit; and I agree with the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire, that it will be of great service 
to the city of Washington. That Senator speaks 
of the supply of water at Boston, New York, and 
Philadelphia. Have either of those cities ‘been 
supplied with water by the Congress of the United 
States? No, sir, they have supplied themselves 
with water, and they force those who use it to 
pay a tax forthe use and benefit of it. Itis a 

regulation of their own, which I have no doubt 
has been a benefit to them. 

Sir, I should like to have this amendment 
amended so as to include the city of Georgetown 
within its provisions. I have referred to ‘the ap- || 
propriations contained in this bill for Washington; 
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I have a list of them here, and they amount to 
something like $200,000. Yet there is not a single 
solitary appropriation for thecity of Georgetown. 
Georgetown is as much within the legislative con- 
trol and care of Congress, and is entitled as much 
to the paternal regard of this Government as the 
city of Washington, although the Capitol and 
public buildings are located here. The citizens of 
Georgetown have to look to the Government as 
much as the citizens of Washington. We have 
the right of exclusive legislation over both. It 
appears to meas if the city of Georgetown has 
been treated, and is about to be treated, as we 
sometimes hear of poor cousins and poor relations, 
as if they came in left-handedly from the wrong side 
of the blanket. { think that Georgetown isenti- 
tled to some consideration. If it be important 
| that the city of Washington should, be sup plied 
with water in order to extinguish fires, and in or- 
| der to supply the inhabitants, it is equally import- 
ant to the city of Georgetown. 
[ do not oppose particularly this appropriation. 
I care nothing about it; but in my short experi- 
_ ence here, | have noticed that whenever you make 
an appropriation, the whole of it will be expended 
and probably more will be asked for to supply de- 
ficiencies. If you now appropriate $5,000 for this 
object—which I can get done in the poor country 
| from which I come from for $500—it will certainly 
be all expended, and the probability is that we 
shall be called upon for $5,000 more, and that, 
too, by a corps of 
1U nited States, who are paid by the United States, 
| plenty of whom have nothing to do, and might 
employ themselves, their time, and their instru- 
ments, in making all the surveys necessary. 
If the amendment is to pass, I shall move toin- 
| sert, after the word ** Washington,” the words 
| **and the city of Georgetown,”’ so as to give this 


engineers who belong to the 
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remote and poor relative a little share of the ad- | 


vantages that may be conferred by this appropria- 
tion. If there is any reason why the houses and 
the homes of the citizens of Washington should 
be preserved from conflagration, the same reason 
applies with exactly the same force to the citizens 
of Georgetown. I make no opposition to the 
| amendment, although I think the appropriation is 
| too large, and perhaps in that view the amend- 
| ment of the Senator from New Hampshire may 
| do very well. 

Mr. MANGUM. 
| press, or to form any opinion as to the amount 
| which should be appropriated. I understand, 
however, from the honorable chairman of theCom- 


amendment will be sufficient for the object of ob- 
taining the preliminary surveys and estimates. As 
| to the. importance of procuring a supply of water 
for this city, there is not a gentleman present 
| who does not feel and know it. Where that sup- 
ply is to be obtained—whether from Rock Creek, 


|| or from the Potomac—should be subjected to a 


proper scientific determination. Itis necessary to 


| at either of these points. Itis also important to 
| know what amount of expenditure will be re- 
| quired. When we have this information, we 
shall be prepared to legislate understandingly on 
the subject; and I feel a perfect conviction, that if 
we had all the necessary preliminary information 
| to enable us to act in an intelligent manner, the 
| Congress of the United States would, in some 
proper way, endeavor to procurea supply of water 
for this city. I shall vote for the proposition with 
a great deal of pleasure, and I have no objection 
to including Georgetown in it. 


include Georgetown. That amendment was sug- 


cannot now be offered, as the question pending is 

on the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BORLAND. I have no particular objec- 

| tion to the amendment of the Senator from New 

| Hampshire, but I cannot see any necessity for it. 

| We know very well that whenever we make an 

appropriation, it is very sure to be expenced. I 


[ am not prepared to ex- | 


mittee on Finance that the amount proposed in the | 


understand whether a sufficient supply can be got | 


The PRESIDENT. The proposition is not to | 
gested by the Senator from Rhode Island; but it | 
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am not aware of an instance in which we have 
undertaken to make an appropriation, that the 
whole amount has not been expended, and in very 
many cases we have been afterwards asked to 
supply deficiencies. I therefore think that it is 
almost useless to make anv provision to limit the 
expenditure, unless we reduce the amount of the 
appropriation. Any other provision will be in- 
effectual for the purpose. 

Sir, | shall vote against this appropriation, not 
because I am prepared to say that itis too much 
to accomplish the object—for 1 do not know that 
it is too much, I do not know that it is ev 
—but I shall vote against it upon the general 
ground that I do not consider it the duty of Con- 
gress to establish water-works for this or any other 
city. We expend an immense amount of money 
here every year for the purpose of improving this 
city. We are told that it is increasing ar d crow- 
ing more rapidly than any other city perhaps in 
the Union. W hat improves a W hat increases it ? 
The trade of the - ace? The business of the city ? 
Such business as builds up other cities? No, str: 
itis the money expended by Congress in the Dis- 
trict,and nothing else, which increases it. Reeve 
the seat of Government, leave Washington city to 
depend on itself asa city, and upon the advantaces 
of its position for commerce, trade, or business of 
any kind, and I apprehend six months would not 
elapse before crass would grow in the streets; and 
if a steamboat or vessel of any kind ever reached 
its wharf, it would be merely on a trip of curiosity 
or exploration, to look at what once had been the 
seat of Government. ht 


en enoue! 


Immense influence is broneh 
to bear to induce us toe expend money for this city. 
Complaints are made that we do not take care of 
the city, when everybody knows that its whole 
prosperity, in fact its very existence, is 
from the pablic Treasury. 

-I think it is time that some limit should be put 
to this. The Senator from Rhode Island has al- 
ready mentioned what is about the amount pro- 
posed to be expended in other ways for this city. 
I do not think he has quite gone up to the real 
amount. I have not estimated it very precis ely, 
but | think he has fallen much below, rather than 
exceeded, the amount proposed to be expended 
here. 

Why should we undertake to make all these 
works for Washington more than for any other 
city? Other cities have made their water-works 
and not called upon Congress to pay for them. 
Other cities have made them by taxing the prop- 
erty of their citizens, whose property was increased 
in value thereby. We are told that real estate in 
Washington c ity has increased most rs apie lly very 
lately. I have heard it said that in many por- 
tions of the city, where we have expended public 
money, real estate has increased two hundred per 
cent. within the last three years. 

Mr. CLARKE. Three hundred per cent. 

Mr. BORLAND. Now, will persons owning 
property that is paying them, in addition to rents, 
an increased value of two hundred or three hun- 
dred per cent. per annum come before Congress 
and say that it is necessary that we should 
and improve that property forthem? Sir, | would 
ask the Senator from Illinois how much it wil! 
cost the city of Chicago to put up the water-works 
there? Will it not cost $200,000? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If thei inquiry is directed to 
me, I can only state that we are now constructing 
water-works in Chicago, and my 
that the contemplated cost of them for the present 
and the prospective wants of the city will be 
about $250,000. 

Mr. BORLAND. 
Chicago? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Forty thousand. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Arkansas, 
if he examines the amendment, will see that it does 
not bind the United States to bring water here at 
such an immense cost, but it is to obtain a survey 
and estimate of the cost of some plan. Of course 
it will be decided by Congress hereafter whether 
they will undertake the work or not upon the plan 
proposed. But according to any plan the United 
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States would have to pay largely, because they 
will consume a very large amount of water for the 
yublie offices. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then we have the city of 
Chicago, with a population of about 40,000, taxing 
themeel ves $250,000 to establish their water-works. 
1 would ask the Senator from Michigan if the city 
of Detroit, with a population of between 25,000 
and 30,000, has not expended some $200,000 or 
$300,000 for the erection of water-works? 

Mr. CASS. That is the case. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator says that that 
is so. It is estimated that there is a population in 
the city of Washington of about 40,000. Why 
should they not tax themselves to make water- 
works for this city? I would ask the Senators 
from INinois and Michigan if real estate in the 
cities of Chicago and Detroit has increased as 
much as from one hundred to three hundred per 
cent. per annum within the last three or four 
years? I apprehend not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must say that, with regard 
to incrense in real estate, Chicago is far in advance 
of Washington or any city in this country this 
side of San Francisco. I have known land to be 
purchased at $100 an acre adjoining the city of 
Chicago, and to be sold at $1,500 an acre very 
recently. 

Mr. BORLAND. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BORLAND. I confess I was not aware 
that any place had increased with such rapidity; 
but that does not affect the argument. If the fact 
had been otherwise it would have strengthened my 
argument, 

But | put the question to the American Senate, 
and the American people who have to pay this 
money, if, when we by our appropriations already 
have increased the value of the property of the in- 
habitants of this city from one hundred to three 
hundred per cent. per annum, there is any pro- 
priety or any duty resting upon us to appropriate 
still more to increase this rapid enhancement of 
the value of that property? for that is the effect of 
it. 

! know very well that opposition to anything 
of this sort will go for jatkints I have no idea 
that it can defeat any such proposition. I have 
no idea that a proposition to expend money in 
the District of Columbia will be defeated. It 
overrides everything. I am only surprised that 
the amount is so small in this case. If it had been 
$50,000 T should have thought that it was about 
in accordance with the other demands made upon 
us. This is the smallest appropriation, | think, 
that [ have ever known to be proposed for the 
District. i int 


Within the last three years ? 


only because it is so small. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ido not rise to discuss this 
amendment, but simply to state what may, per- 
haps, relieve the aad 
sas from some of the objections which he appears 
to have to this proposition. The Committee on 
the District of Columbia has been engaged, as the 
Senator knows, with all kinds of duties; but [ 
must say, that there is nota single item in the 
bill, so far as | have seen it, in regard to which 
that committee has been consulted. How these 
things have got into this bill, by what influence or 
authority, or on whose advice, or by whose rec- 
ommendation, and on what estimates, I am at a 
loss to find out. 

Mr. BORLAND. If my friend from Illinois 
will allow me, I will state that I was objecting to 
the general practice. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I know that. I am not reply- 
ing to the Senator from Arkansas alone. I cule 
mentioned this circumstance as a sample of the 
way in which things goon. I should recommend 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia 
be dispensed with; and I certainly shall ask to 
be relieved from further service on it after this 
session. I have had more trouble, more labor, 
and more annoyance on that committee than | 
ever had before, in the same given time, in my 
life. The committee has taken great trouble to 


obtain information in regard to the condition of || 
the bridges across the Potomac, and to the con- | 


sideration of the various wants of the District 
which require immediate attention; and here we 
now find amendments in relation to the District 
coming into this bill at hap-hazard, without any 
consultation with them. I do not blame the Com- 


If it fails, it will be, in my opinion, 


of the Senator from Arkan- | 


| that the amendments have been recommended to 
them; but it is a singular mode of legislation, and 
is certainly in keeping with a great deal of the 
legislation which is at present going on. Itis not 
our extravagance which causes these fresh de- 
mands on the Treasury, but the want of a proper 
system, and a proper mode of procedure. 1 have 
been honored with the position of chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, but I shall 
undoubtedly ask, as a great favor, to be relieved 
from performing the duties of that position next 
session. 

Now, what is the point under the consideration 
of the Senate? It is one which the Committee on 
the District of Columbia have investigated; they 
have given it all the attention in their power, and 
the conclusion to which they came was not to re- 
commend the Government to undertake the exe- 
cution of this work, but to effect a survey or a 
reconnoissance. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is the sole object of the 
amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The proposition contained in 
the amendment is correct. I do not take any ex- 
ception to it. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia would have recommended it. We were 
desirous of having a correct survey or reconnois- 
sance effected, because, if that were done, it would 
be easy to obtain able and competent persons to 
bring the water into the city; not in the usual 
mode of managing such matters by companies, for, 
as I understand, all such companies ae failed 
| in this District. It was contemplated to offer the 

execution of the work to a company, and compel 
them to carry it out under the superintendence of 
an officer appointed by the Government, in ac- 
cordance with a plan prepared by the Govern- 
ment; and when any deviation from that plan was 


made, that the work should be stopped immedi- | 


ately. It was also proposed that monthly or 
| of the Interior, showing the condition of the work, 
|} and the manner of laying out the money ex- 
| pended. It was to be left discretionary with the 
, Government, at any time after the work was com- 
| pleted, to take the work into its own hands, if 
necessary. We would thus insure the comple- 
tion of the work on the plan laid down by the 


|| quarterly returns should be made to the Secretary | 


Government, at the expense of the company; and | 
if the management by the company was not sat- | 


isfactory, then it would be in the power of the 


Government at any time to take possession of the | 


| work, and manage it according to its own views. 
That appeared to us to be the most economical 
plan of accomplishing this great enterprise, which 
is exceedingly necessary. 
able Senator from Arkansas, will perceive that it 
would not incur the heavy expense he fears; the 


My friend, the honor- | 


only expense would be caused by the survey or | 


reconnoissance for the purpose of drawing up a 
pret All the expense subsequently would be 
yorne by the company, and if their management 


we inefficient, the Government would be ena- 


r»led to take it out of their hands, 


Mr. PRATT. I have only one ortwo words to | 
say. I should not say a single word, but for the | 
regret | feel at the remarks which have fallen from 


my friend from Illinois. 
tor that the District of Columbia fully ae a oe 
| the labors he has performed, and the ability he 


has manifested in the discharge of his duties as | 


I can assure that Sena- || 


chairman of the Committee on the District of Co- | 
lumbia; and I deeply regret to hear him say, that || 
because this recommendation comes from another | 


source, he will cease to be a member of that com- 
| mittee, or to act as its chairman. 


it, application for an appropriation for the object | 
| contemplated by the amendment, was originally | 
made to that committee, and a majority of the | 


committee, as stated by two of its members, were 
opposed to it. 
| when individuals wish water to be brought into 
the city, and the application is refused by one 


committee, in their applying to another committee. | 
It is natural to do so; and [ think my friend from | 


Illinois should not take exception to the fact that 
the citizens of the District of Columbia, wishing 
to have this thing done, should have applied to 
| another source when they found that the Com- 
| mittee on the District were unfavorable to their 
| wishes. 
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Now [| can see no impropriety, || 


| to offer this. 
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city. Itis not desired by the people of the Dis- 
trict that the Government should appropriate one 
cent towards thecompletion of this work. It wil] 
not be necessary, as, the chairman of the com- 
mittee correctly says,a company can be easily 
formed for making the work, charging the Gov- 
ernment for the use of the water only at the same 
rates at which they charge individuals. This ap- 
lication, therefore, is merely for a survey by the 
Board of Topographical Engineers, in order that 
we may have a correct estimate of the cost. 

My friend from Arkansas says that property in 
the District has lately been increasing in value at 
the rate of three hundred per cent. per annum. 
He says that this increase of value is brought 
about not by commerce, but because the seat of 
Government is here, and because much public 
money is here expended. Why, sir, the people 
are here because the Government is here. You 
bring your Government here, and your people 
here to accommodate the Government, and then 
the argument of my friend from Arkansas is, that 
as you have no commerce to support them, you 
ought to let them perish for want of water. I hope 
that this appropriation for a survey will pass. Not 
one cent will be required from the Government for 
the purpose of completing the work. 

Mr. HUNTER. There has been manifested 
a feeling on the part of the Senator from Illinois in 
regard to this matter which I am truly sorry to 
perceive. If he will allow me, I will explain, and 
| doubt not to his entire satisfaction, the action of 
the Committee on Finance. That committee in- 
tended no discourtesy whatever to any other com- 
mittee of this body in recommending any of these 
amendments. They have acted just as they have 
always been accustomed to act ever since I have 
been a member of this body. When I was a 
member of the House of Representatives, I was 


| chairman of the Committee on the District of 


Columbia, and yet the Committee of Ways and 
Means invariably put into the civil and diplomatic 
bill any amendment in relation to the District, be- 
cause in that way they could be acted upon with 
more certainty and dispatch. I had some conver- 
sation with the Senator from Illinois in relation to 
these bridges, and I supposed that we agreed 
about them. I think I got his idea in relation to 
them. I certainly understood from him that he 
would prefer that the amendments in regard to 
the District to be put into the civil and diplomatic 
bill should be recommended by the Committee on 
Finance. That-has been always done heretofore; 
but if I had had the least idea that the Senator 
from Illinois desired to see the estimate—although 
we are not bound to present them to the Commit- 
tee on the District—it would have given me great 
pleasure to have had his views in relation to these 
matters. 

In regard to this particular item, perhaps neither 
the Secretary of the Interior nor the people of the 
District are so much the cause of it as the Senator 
seems to imagine. An estimate was sent to me, 
as the acting chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings was absent, in regard to bringing 
water from the hill from which the Capitol is sup- 
plied; and some $40,000 or $50,000 were asked 
for that purpose. It, however, seemed to me bet- 
ter to have an estimate for the whole job, in order 
that we might know what it would cost; and I 
believe out of that arose the fact that I received a 
letter in relation to this item. 

Now, a word or two as to the plan forthe man- 
ner in which the water is to be furnished. The 
Committee on Finance did not propose to say a 
single word in regard to that. It was to be Teft 
entirely to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, or to the Bureau of Topographical Engineers, 
to say what that plan should be. Had we known 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia 
had designed to offer any amendments in regard to 
this matter, we should not have taken the trouble 
The chairman of the Committee on 
the District knows that there were some amend- 
ments to be offered in relation to the streets of the 


| capital, and he asked me to bring them in in this 
| bill. I suggested that it would be better to bring 


| 


As I understand this application, it is simply | 


| for an appropriation sufficient to make a survey |) 


| Committee on Finance. 


them in from the Committee on the District, as 


| that committee knew more about them than the 


It was the furthest thing 
from my thoughts to offer any discourtesy to any 
committee; but in the appropriations for the Army 
and Navy the Finance Committee never think of 


mittee on Finance on that account, because I know || and estimate of the cost of bringing water into the |\ consulting with the Committee on Military and 
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| 
on Naval Affairs. It is usual for the Committee | Mr. BRADBURY. It is obvious, from the 
on Finance to consider all matters of this kind. || course which the discussion has taken, that the 
The items in those bills generally make appropri- | survey will be regarded as a pledge that the Gov- 
ations to carry into effect existing laws, or for the | ernment is to go forward and construct the work 
current service of the year, and the Committee on || necessary to bring water to this city. Now, sir, 
Finance is the proper committee to consider them. || I am willing, at a proper time, to do whatever is 
Mr. SHIELDS. I must have been exceeding- |! necessary to supply a sufficient quantity of water 
ly unfortunate in the manner of expressing my- || to meet the wants of the Departments; ‘but it is a 
self, as 1 have been misunderstood by both the || want felt by the citizens that we are called upon to 
Senators who have just spoken. I had not the || meet. We are told that the city is increasing most 
slightest intention of saying anything that would || rapidly, and that real estate has been enhanced in 
bear the appearance of jealousy to the committee || value to a most unparalleled extent. The reason 
resided over by the Senator from Virginia; for, | for that has been alluded to by the honorable Sen- 
if I were to select a Senator who would devote | ator from Arkansas, [Mr. Bortanp.} Congress 
himself heartily to the performance of his duties, | paves the streets and principal avenues of the city. 
I should certainly take that gentleman. There is fe lights the city, it ornaments the city, and now 
not a gentleman in this whole body for whom, | it is proposed that we shall bring water into it; for 
and for whose talents, assiduity, and fidelity, 1 | [ regard the proposition as identical with supply- 
have a higher respect. I would not think ofdraw- || ing the water. One result from the rise of real 
ing any comparison between that Senator and || estate is an increased expense in living here. [ am 
myself on these points. I will also say that [ | willing to do whatever the Government ought to 
have a very high respect for his committee. Sen- || do in an enterprise of this kind; but it does seem 
ators have misunderstood me, if they imagined || to me that the public buildings are already supplied 
that I uttered any complaint against the Commit- || to a reasonable extent. If the citizens desire ad- 
tee on Finance. But here is what | complain of: || ditional facilities for water, it is incumbent unon 
Gentlemen residing in the District, who are inter- || them to show to Congress by proper surveys and 
ested in the improvement of the city, are in the || estimates what may be the cost of the desired 
habit of making application to the Committee on | works; and further, for them to come forward and 
the District of Columbia for the purpose of carry- | say what they propose to do; for this great work 
ing out some particular plan; and when they find || must be not only expensive, but of joint benefit. 
that that committee is unwilling to advance their || The citizens have a deep interest in it, and when- 
objects, they go to another committee, and make || ever they come forward, and are prepared to do 
application, very frequently with success. 1! will || what they ought to do, I am ready to coéperate 
give a case in point. We are coming to an ap- || with them. I am willing to aid them. 
propriation of $18,000 for the repair of the bridge But the amendment proposes an appropriation 
across the Potomac. Some time since, I reported | of money for the survey. Now, it will be borne 
a proposition from my committee for the appro- || in mind that we have a large corps of engineers 
priation of $12,000 for a similar purpose, as the || here. They are Government officers, already un- 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. anced] no || der pay, and receiving salaries, that we are to em- 
doubt recollects; and that Senator’s invincible lo- ploy to do this work. I do not know but that 
gic demolished it in about fifteen minutes. Yet | the appropriation of $5,000 may be necessary, but 
here we have the proposition renewed by the | it appears to me that it is not. I mustrefer to the 
Committee on Finance, the difference being that | remarks which have fallen from the chairman of 
they recommend $18,000, whilst we 7 proposed || the Committee on the District of Columbia. I find 
to appropriate $12,000. {t is very probable, that || that many objects are embraced in this bill which 
if I had not called the attention of my friend from || have been very attentively considered by that com- 
North Carolina to it, it would have been passed || mittee. In regard to bridges, and to the repairs of 
without being noticed by him. | the bridges, we spent many days in examining 
Mr. BADGER. We will demolish that, also, || the subject, and employed men of science to col- 
I hope. lect iadetemntion, and we were prepared to make 
Mr. SHIELDS. I have mentioned this not for | such estimates as they thought ought to be rec- 
the purpose of throwing any reflection on the Com- || ommended. Numerous facts were brought be- 
mittee on Finance, but solely for the purpose of || fore us in regard to the subject embraced in this 
putting the Senate in possession of the mode in || amendment; and yet, without information, with- 
which the business of these appropriations are || out any notice to the committee, the work is trans- 
managed. || ferred from out of their hands to another commit- 
Mr. BRIGHT. I share whatever blame at- || tee, before whom I believe no single memorial on 
taches, in consequence of the Committee on Fi- || the subject was laid. 
nance having recommended this amount, though Mr. Haxe’s amendment to the amendment 
I disclaim having had any knowledge whatever || was agreed to. 
that the Committee on Public Buildings had been Mr. CLARKE. I move to amend the amend- 
appealed to by persons interested in the matter. | ment by substituting ‘ cities’ for ‘ city,’’ and 
I have not myself heard this amendment recom- || adding the words ‘* Georgetown”’ after ‘* Wash- 
mended by any person inthecity. I wasin favor | ington,’’ so as to give both cities the benefit of the 
of it on general grounds, believing that the con- | appropriation. 
venience of the public would be promoted by || The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
making some provision for water in the city. I || to, and the amendment as amended was agreed to. 
believe it is the duty of the General Government Mr. HUNTER. I find that an amendment 
to make provision for water in the city. Iam __ has been omitted, which either did not go to the 
unwilling to give to any company the right to fur- || printers, or theymave lostit, in relation to the ex- 
nish such an important item of the necessaries of | penses of the judiciary. The bill as it comes from 
life, and hence I am in favor of the appropriation | the House of Representatives, provides for de- 
of a reasonable amount, for the purpose of ascer- || fraying the expenses of the supreme, circuit, and 
taining what it will cost to furnish water to the || district courts of the United States, &c., $550,000. 
city out of the National{Treasury; and, if itcan be || This was reduced from the original estimate by 
done for a convenient sum, then, at some subse- |, the Committee of Ways and Means upon the let- 
quent period, to make an appropriation and com- || ter of Mr. Whittlesey, informing them that if the 
mence the work. fee bill which has passed the House should be- 
Mr. BRADBURY. It will be perceived that | come a law, $550,000 would be sufficient; but he 
this discussion has proceeded on the ground that || says if it does not become a law, we shall require 
it is the duty of Congress to provide the inhabit- || $630,000, unless we decide in favor of some pay- 
ants of this city with water. It is to this point | ments that are claimed to the amount of $50,000, 
that I wish to direct attention; because the discus- | upon estimates made by the judges, which he has 
sion has proceeded on the ground, not that we are rejected. We thought it safest, therefore, to in- 
merely to supply the Departments with water, but || crease the appropriation to $630,000; because, if 
that the citizens must be supplied by money fur- || we put it at $680,000, it might be considered a 
nished by the Government. i 
Mr. PRATT. Will the honorable Senator per- || the claims; whereas it was best to leave the ques- 
mit me to make one observation? He is entirely | tion open for future decision. Under the instruc- 
mistaken in supposing that the advocacy of this | tion of the committee, therefore, I move to strike 
appropriation rests upon the supposed obligations || out $550,000, and insert $630,000. 
of the Government to supply water to the city. | The amendment was agreed to. 


The only object is to make a survey and estimate | The next amendment of the committee was to 
of what it will cost to bring water here. | insert: 


decision against the Comptroller, and in favor of | 
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“ For finishing the grading, manuring, planting, finishing 
the roads and walks, graveling and laying gutters along the 


margin of the same, and repairir 
sonian square, $13,200."" 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


ng the fence of the Smith- 


Early in the session I 


submitted a resolution which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, proposing 


to have some investigation t 


nade into the propriety 


of establishing a line of lights along Pennsylvania 


some improvements upon 
upon the principle, that it w 
ernment to make the Distri 
poses of the seat of empire 


| avenue, west of the President's house, and making 


that avenue. I acted 
as the duty of the Gov- 
ct answer all the pur- 
, and furnish facilities 


in light and traveling; for I have myself expe- 
rienced inconvenience resulting from want of light 
and necessary convenience for traveling, by several 


years residence in the city 
The PRESIDENT. T 
that the amendment under 
relate to that subject. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


of Georgetown. 
he Senator will notice 
consideration does not 


I am perfectly aware of 


that; but I mention this for the purpose of asking 


the chairman of the commi 
tion had been given to, or ¢ 
proposed for this improven 
saries, for I am somewhat 
ion, that itis nota very goc 
superfluities to anybody, w 
saries of an indispensable 
mass. This amendment pri 


ttee whether any atten- 
any amendment ts to be 
1ent in recard to neces- 
of Eugene Sue’s opin- 
»d policy to be granting 
hile we deny the neces- 
character to the great 
yposes an appropriation 


of $13,200 for improvements of various kinds— 


for shrubbery, for flowers 
rations, and everything of 


, for ornamental deco- 
that sort. And, then, 


there is another amendment upon the same subject 


in regard to the triangular 


piece of ground on the 


north side of Pennsylvania avenue, as you go to 


the President’s house. Tha 


t proposes a similar ap- 


propriation—one for mere decoration. My object 


In rising was to ask if the 


Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia have determined to make any 
appropriation at all for lights according to the res- 
olution which was submitted to them, or for pave- 
ments, while all this money is to be voted for 


mere decorations ? 


Mr. HUNTER I und 


erstand from the Sena- 


tor from Maryland, that there is some other in- 
formation to come in relation to this amendment. 
I will propose, therefore, by general consent, that 


this, and the next amendm 
angular space on Pennsylv 
over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT. If 
of the Senate, they will be 

The next amendment of 
insert: 

« For repairs of<the Potomac 


Mr. CLARKE. Idon 
appropriation of $18,000, 
an estimate; and whether 
able chairman of the Com 


ent in regard to the tri- 
ania avenue, be passed 


such be the pleasure 
passed over. 


the committee was to 


Bridge, $18,000.”’ 

ot rise to oppose this 
if it is founded upon 
it is or not, the honor- 
mittee on Finance will 


be able to inform the Senate; but there was an es- 
timate made about two months ago, and whoever 


made it, condescended to 
mittee on the District of Cc 


exhibit it to the Com- 
ylumbia, and upon that, 


the chairman of the committee [Mr. Sutesps} 
made a proposition to appropriate $12,000 for the 


temporary repairs of the 
mac. At that time, it wa 


bridge across the Poto- 
S$ my opinion that the 


bridge should be temporarily repaired, and the 
$12,000 would be well expended for keeping a line 


of communication or trav 


el between the city of 


Washington and the adjacent parts of Virginia. I 


think, now, that that bri 


ige should be repaired, 


but I desire to suggest that the word ‘‘ tempo- 


rary’’ be placed before ‘‘ repairs.”’ 


And while 


upon this subject, I will state that the Committee 


on the District of Colum 


bia, I believe, have not 


been able to agree upon any plan for a permanent 
connection of the District with the Virginia shore. 
My ownimpression is, that this bridge has a delete- 
rious effect on the city of Washington. Its abut- 


| ments have undoubtedly 


served to produce the 


deposits above it, creating, I suppose, a malaria 


injurious to the health of th 


building it at great cost, 


ecity; and I have come 


to the conclusion, that instead of permanent] 


y re- 
it will be better to have 


a steam-ferry there, similar to that between Brook- 


lyn and New York, and 
York. It may be known 


Jersey City and New 
, also, that there was a 


bridge some three miles above Georgetown, which 
was carried away by the same freshet that injured 


| this bridge. The city o 
|) means to build a bridge. 


f Georgetown has no 


They had a bridge 
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across; it has been carried away, and they desire 


to have another. I have no particular feeling on 
the subject, for I never was there more than half 
a dozen times in my life, and never expect to be 
avain: but it seems to me that the city of Georve- 
town is equally entitled with Washington to the 
fostering care of this Government. We hold ju- 
risdiction over both a: and there is no rea- 
son, in my mind, why all legislative appropri- 
ations should be made for the one, and none for 
the other. 

{ took some pains, Mr. President, as one of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to Jook at 
what I thought would be the best method of con- 
necting the District with the Virginia shore, and 


came to the conclusion that it would be better to 
build « bridge across the Potomac river, at the city 
of Georgetown, a little way above the aqueduct, 


where there are some rocks in the river, and con- 
nect the city of Georgetown with the Virginia 
and then, in my opinion, it would be bet- 
ter to connect the city of Washington with the 
Virginia shore by a steam ferry-boat than by the 
present bridge. ‘T-was in favor of an appropri- 
ation for temporary repairs to this bridge. They 
should be made—they should have been made, 


with due deference to my friend from North Car- 


snore; 


olina, [Mr. Bapnaer,| months ago. But in regard 
to this appropriation, whether $12,000, or $18,000 
to furnish — complete it for the purpose of tem- 


re, until something s hall be decided 
of permanent character, I am in favor of it. If 
$12,000 is sufficient, 


priate 


porary pass 


itis not necessary to appro- 
418,000; but the appropriation I am in favor 
of, whichever it be; but I am in favor of inserting 
os ‘* repairs,’’ so that it shall 
8 # temporary, and not as a per- 

Then 1 shall propose to offer an 
amendment for the construction of a br idce across 
the Potomac, at the point I have already indicated, 
a little above the ag reduct, in the city of George- 
town. But I will do this when this provision is 


disposed of. I move to 


emporaryv’’ before 
he consids red as 
manent affair. 


amend the amendment by 


inserting the word ‘*temporary,’’ before ‘ re- 


Mr. HUNTER. 
I will say, that I 
mate: butitis 


I am willing to acree to that. 
stated this was according to esti- 
4750 more than the estimate. There 
was an estimate of January 28, 1852, of $20,000 
for this item, and the next amendment to be pro- 
posed by the committee, in the distribution of 
6 m, . ‘seems we added $750 to it. 

,ADG ER. I ask my friend from Rhode 
| node to withdraw his amendment, to allow me 
to submit one to ascertain whether the Senate are 
disposed to make any appropriation to carry on 
the bridge or not. 

Vir. CLARKE. I withdraw it. 

Mr. BADGER. Then I propose to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word * repairs,’ 
and inserting ‘‘ the removal of the remains,’’ so 
that the appropriation will read: 

For the removal of the remains of the Potomac Bridge, 
Sie, oo 

i desire to say a word or two on this subject, be- 
cause I have some reason to believe that the 
importance of the removal of this structure is not 
f ally appreciated by the members of the Senate. 
T he accumulations that have been making b yy that 
bridge, which have been steadily increasing every 
year, have now got to such a pass that at low- 
water every day a large surface, which is covered 
at high-water, is exposed to the influence of this 
August sun. Mud, decaying vegetables, and all 
such materials, are brought and deposited there 
by the water of the river, which are most noxious 
when exposed, ina hs lf wet, sloppy state, to the 

‘tion of the summer’s sun. This has been going 
on for many years. As far back as 1841, when 
1 was residing temporarily in this city, my atten- 
tion was called to the effect of the bridge by one 
of the most intelligent men who has ever been 
here from a foreign country—Baron Mareschal, 
then the representative of Austria here. He hadno 
emall experience on the subject, and he told me 
that if thet thing was allowed to go on, yellow 
fever at Washington would be the necessary con- 
sequence. During the last winter a providential 
circumstance happened, as if to aid us in setting 
about the accomplishment of what ought long 
since to have been done. A flood has swept awa 
a portion of the bridge. It can no longer be and 


It is now proposed, by the amendment of the com- | 
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friend tom Rhode Island proposes to make that | 


patch upon the face of it a temporary affair. 
Now, sir, this word ‘*temporary”’ is of very un- 
certain and indefinite signification. It would be 
temporary if it should last for ten, fifteen, or 
twenty years, or if it should last for the present 
generation. I call the attention of the Senate to 
this, and appeal to every gentleman if it is not so 


—and that so long as that bridge can be patched | 


and kept in a condition to be crossed and main- 
tained as acommunication between the two shores, 
Congress will make no provision for building a 
suitable bridge, or any provision for the mainte- 
nance of asteam communication. We may be sure 
of that, I think. 

Then the question comes down to this: Shall 
we spend $18,000 in perpetuating what undoubt- 
edly is,in its present condition, a nuisance, threat- 
ening, at no distant day, to make a large and im- 
portant part of this city uninhabitable, except at 


a great hazard to life, in the summer and fall sea- | 


sons of the year? 
I formerly expressed to the Senate, that the best 
and most judicious course for us to pursue is to 
seize the favorable moment, and as nobody will 
be made the worse—for they cannot cross the 
bridge now—sweep away the remains of it; and, 
if we shall find it necessary hereafter, contrive 


I entertain the opinion, which | 


some means by which the force given to the cur- | 


rent may wash away the accumulation which we 
have by our structure put there. The health of 
the city is first in importance. 
of Congress are obliged to spend a portion of 
every year here; and when we regard either our 
own health and comfort, or the health and com- 


fort of the people of this city, it is a matter of | 


high consideration to maintain no establishment 


All the members | 


here that may even probably result in endanger- | 
| ing either. 


‘Ag ain, I am opposed to maintaining the bridge, 


because it has been, and is, a serious obstruction | 


to the commerce of that venerable city—George- 
town. Its citizens feel it tobeso. Senators have 
lately had laid upon their table a most earnest and 
respectful remonstrance of the entire population of 
that city, 


begging that the nuisance to them—if the || 


nuisance to us be put out of the way—may be | 


removed. I donot wish the bridge to be tempo- 
rarily repaired. 


Temporarily will make it last | 


three, or four, or five years, and in that time the | 


nuisance may have 
rendered consequences disastrous, and perhaps 
incurable. | sincerely hope that the Senate will 
concur in this view of the amendment, and that 
the ap propriation w ill be for the removal of the 


' 
increased so much as to have 


nuisance instead of perpetuating it there forever, | 


or for any time. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject, for the purpose of 
taking up the river and harbor bill. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


that point, for | hope we shall dispose of the river 


I shall make no objection on | 


and harbor bill to-day, so that we may go on with | 


the appropriation bills on Monday. 
Mr. DAVIS. I} hope so. 

bring about that result. 
The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by Mr. 


I will do all I can to | 


MASON, the Senate pro- | 


ceeded to the onuidar ation of E xecutive busi- | 
| ness; and, after a short time spent therein, the | 


doors were reopened. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Haves, its Chief Clerk, 
announcing that it had passed a bill making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1853. The bill was read 


a first and second time by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


SURRENDER OF BOUNTY LANDS. 
The message also announced that the House of 


Representativ es had passed a bill authorizing cer- 


| locate others in lieu thereof. 


tain soldiers of the late war with Great Britain to 
surrender the bounty lands drawn by them, and 
The bill was read a 


first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT 
| the consideration of the special order, which is the 


mittee, to apply $18,000 in patching it up. My || river and harbor bill. 


The hour has arrived for | 





Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate for a purpose of which [ 
have never asked indulgence since I have been a 
member of this body. It is to make a personal 
explanation that will not last more than one min- 
ute. 

Several Senators. ‘* Agreed!’’ ‘* Apreed!”’ 

The PRESIDENT. If such is the pleasure of 
the Senate, the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have received a note from 
Mr. Sranty, of the House of Representatives, in 
relation to the very interesting question that was 
the subject of debate the other day, concerning a 
certain circular put forth with the names of certain 
gentlemen, and which constituted a topic of dis- 
cussion between the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Wacker] and the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Smiru.] I desire to have the letter read, in justice 
to the gentleman who writes it; and then to make 
a word of comment upon it. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 


Houser oF REPRESENTATIVES, August 20, 1859. 

Str: In the Daily Globe of Thursday moming, August 
19th, there is reported a debate in the Senate, in which 
remarks are made of a harsh character, in reference toa 
paper, purporting to have been signed by several members 
of the House of Representatives, and one gentleman nota 
member. 

1 have paid no attention to references made in news- 
papers, for if this were done we should attend to little else. 
But when the conduct of gentlemen is reflected on in the 
Senate, it becomes a matter of self-respect to notice it. I 
wish to trespass on your time afew moments, by giving you 
the facts in relation to the publication alluded to. 

More than a week ago IL received, by mail, one of these 
publications, and in looking over it hurriedly, | saw it was 
1 parody, intended to ridicule those who had issued a paper 
of a like character, giving their reasons for opposing General 
Seow. I saw it was a hoax, and handed it toafriend. I 
did not read it through, being in a hurry. I have never 
franked one of them, did not know by whom it was written, 
and had no participation in its preparation. I had no more 
to do with it than either of the Senators who referred to it 
in debate. 

I have asked each one of the gentlemen whose names 
are appended to the paper, and they inform me it was not 
prepared by their consent or procurement, and that, like 
myself, they had nothing to do with it. Only one gentle- 
man, from the North, franked two of them, one to a Demo- 
cratic editor, and another to an intelligent gentleman who 
could understand the hoax. 

As far as T know, but two of them have been franked. It 
was the work of some idle wag, I know not who; and [ 
did not believe there was a boy or a man in the United States 
who could be deceived by it. If you willexamine the pub- 
lication of gentlemen giving their reasons for refusing to 
support General Scott, you will see it was intended as a 
parody. I do not intend to speak of the contents of the 
paper, but to place the truth concerning myselt before you. 

{ submit this statement to you, in the hope that Mr. 
WALKER and yourself will do that justice to myself and 
others, that you would expect under like circumstances. 

Do me the favor to show this letter to Mr. Waker. 

Very respectfully, &e., EDWARD STANLY. 
Hon. Mr. Douaias, United States Senate. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I deemed it 
due to the gentleman who wrote this letter, that 
its contents should be made known to the public 
in the same place in which my comments on the 
circular were made. So faras Mr. Sranty is con- 
cerned, the letter which has been read is conclu- 
sive. If itis soas tothe others, I am only utterly 
amazed that the Senator from Connecticut did not 
do that justice to his friends and to his own char- 
acter that the truth would seem to require, if Mr. 
Sranty is well advised as to the facts of this case. 

So far as the franking was concerned, I will 
only state, that instead of the frank of the mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives to which I 
referred being on the envelope, as I stated the 
other day, I find that it was on the circular itself. 
I make no issue with any gentleman in regard to 
it. I commented upon the subject when it was 
brought before the Berit the otherday. I now 
put the letter of Mr. Sranry before the country, 
and let it go with the original paper and the com- 
ments which have been made upon it, leaving the 
public to ascertain who was the persun that got up 
that paper called a ** hoax,” but which has been 
used throughout the country as an electioneering 
document. Of course it was not _ purpose to 
make an issue with any of the gentlemen whcese 
names are attached to it, but merely to give the 
Senator from Connecticut an oportunity to put to 
rest the rumors which are afloat, attacking the 
authorship of it, or at least the publication of it to 
him. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I received, 
some fortnight ago, when confined to my bed by 
sickness, the circular referred to, to which a per- 
son, wholly unwarranted and unauthorized, had 
It contained 


taken the liberty to attach my name. 








thedeclaration that I should withhold my vote from | 
Pierce and King. When I looked at it, it struck 
me as being rather a singular thing, and I read it 
a second time. It occurred to me then that some 
person, who supposed himself quite smart, had 
endeavored to play off a parody on a publication 
of which we all have a distinct recollection, on the 
opposite side of the question, and in doing so, had 
most unwarrantably used the names of gentle- 
men who knew nothing about it. I knew no 
more about it than you, sir, or any gentleman in 
this Chamber, and] am well assured that the other 
gentlemen whose names are attached to it knew 
nothing about it. 

I think it a very poor joke at best; and really I 
was surprised, before 1 was able to resume my 
seat in the Senate, to find that this very poor joke 
was made the subject-matter of Senatorial com- 
ment in this body. The whole thing is beneath 
contempt. It is unworthy of consideration. Who- 
ever may be the author of the circular, his smart- 
ness will not be much illustrated by it; and in 
taking the liberty he has taken, of using the names 
of gentlemen who knew nothing about it, he has 
acted in a very unworthy manner. I know not 
who the author is. 

I did not deem this matter of sufficient import- 
ance to make any denial here or in the newspa- 


pe I have no ambition to see my name in print. |) 


suppose there is hardly one of my associates, 


on either side of the Chamber, who deems it ne- | 
cessary for me to make a public declaration to the | 


effect that I have stated now. I know nothing 
about the circular. I feel, as far as I am con- 
cerned, that the matter is beneath contempt. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will take occa- 


sion to state, that when the discussion aprene up | 


e out of | 
the Senate Chamber. As soon as he returned and | 


originally, he happened accidentally to 


saw the course of the discussion, he resumed the 


chair, and stopped the discussion by calling the | 


Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to order. 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I feel no dispo- 
sition to complain of the honorable Senator from 


Illinois for bringing the subject up at this time | 


under the circumstances of the case; but I cer- 


tainly did feel a very great degree of surprise that | 


a subject of this character should have been intro- 
date’ into the Senate Chamber—though, perhaps, 
it was hardly worth while for me to manifest the 
degree of irritation which I did on the occasion to 


which 1 refer. I desire to cherish very kind and | 
respectful relations with the Senators to whom | | 


now allude, and I do not intend to have any con- 
troversy with them on this or any other subject, 
if I can avoid it. 

I feel even now some degree of surprise that the 
Senator from Illinois should say that he believed 
a document of this character had really been cir- 
culated over the country as an electioneering doc- 
ument. The idea of the gentleman would seem to 
be, that that portion of Congress who are friendly 
to the election of General Scott are really trying 


to use a paper of this character to promote his | 


election. That is paying a very poor compliment, 
in my judgment, to the intelligence of the Ameri- 
can people. 


The circular alluded to was obviously a mere | 


a on a certain publication which was issued 


»y members of the House of Representatives, || 
some of whom are among the number of my very 


intimate and immediate friends; and it never was 
intended as a blow at the Democratic candidate 


for the Presidency. I will now say what I did | 


not feel disposed to say the otherday. That par- 


ody, as it 1s, and miserable as it may be, I have | 
reason to apprehend—indeed, I know in fact, if I || 


may ee! on the statement of gentlemen with 
whom I have conversed on that subject—was not 
signed by the gentlemen whose names are ap- 
aoe to it, and that not one of those gentlemen 

ad anything to do with it in any form whatever. 
The honorable Senator from Illinois says some- 
body has franked that paper. Will he have the 
gouimend to say whose name appears on that 
frank? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will. 

Mr. SMITH. I wish the gentleman to state 
it, because I do not like to have it said in this blind 
and general manner. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. A member of Congress from | 
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constituents, bearing the frank of the Hon. Mr. 
Warp, of Kentucky. He stated to me that he 
took that to Mr. Warp, and understood Mr. 
Warp to say, distinctly, that it was his frank, and 
that he had franked it. The frank and the hand- 


| writing were both on the document itself, and not 


on the envelope. Another member of the House of 
Representatives told me, that he understood Mr. 
W arp to state that he did frank it; and a Delegate 


| from one of the Territories also made the same 
| statement, as to what he had understood Mr. 


Warp to say. From this fact—seeing the frank, 


|| and hearing the ramor—I took it for granted that 
| the circular was being franked by those whose 


names were attached to it—that gentleman being 
one of them. I make no issue as to whether it 
is his frank, or not. [ do not know the gentleman 
personally; and I do not know his handwriting. 
| And the reason why I stated it the other day was, 

to see if I could get a denial from the Senator from 
| Connecticut. 

I wish to add, in reply to the honorable Sena- 
tor’s surprise that I should have expressed a be- 
lief that I had reason to suppose it was true, that 
on that statement of fact I could not doubt it; and 
1 was only then amazed, and am now amazed, 
that the Senator should have allowed himself to 
rest under such an imputation, when by one word 
he could have put an end to it atonce. His de- 
nial would have been conclusive upon me, as would 
have been the denial of any gentleman whose 
name was attached to that paper. 

Mr. SMITH. Ihave simply to say that I do 
| not apprehend danger from imputations arising out 

of such a matter as this. If I have not character 
enough to sustain me in the world, and place me 
| above injury from imputations of this nature, let 
them come from what quarter they may, it will 
be useless for me to undertake to repel them. 

I will simply add a word in justice to myself 
and my most excellent friend, Mr. W arp, of Ken- 
tucky. He tells me that some of his Democratic 
| friends asked him whether his name, or what pur- 
| ported to be his name, upon the circular was really 

his frank. He took it for granted that it was; but 
| in fact he knew but little about it. He spoke joc- 
ularly, however, when he said to the gentlemen 
who addressed him, *‘ Yes, gentlemen, it’s all 
right,’’ or something to that effect, not supposing 


that those who addressed him were in earnest, for | 


| he was not. But he says that he did not, in point 


ingly. Indeed, I understood him to say, that 
what purported to be his frank on that circular 
was not his genuine signature. With this expla- 
| nation I leave the subject; for I really think it 
ought not to occupy the time of the Senate. 

Mr. WALKER, Mr. President, the letter 
which has been read, and which was addressed to 
the Senator from Illinois, imposes upon me, as the 
Senate will perhaps perceive, the duty of sayinga 

| word, and I shall be very brief. 

The letter to the Senator from Illinois is entirely 


cerned. What has been said by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Manevm] is entirely satis- 
factory to me, so far as that Senator is concerned. 
Ido not believe that either of those gentlemen 
had anything to do with the paper. I do not be- 
lieve they knew that it was got up. I believe 
their names were used entirely without their au- 
thority. I might say something more plainly of 
others, if they had addressed me; but they have 


nois. Sir, if the debate upon the subject on the 
part of one Senator here—the Senator from Con- 


I might have had something to say in regard to 


was not reported correctly. What he said in that 
| debate was, that he was here to transact legisla- 
| tive business, and not to answer the blackguardism 
that was brought up in the Senate. As reported, 
he was made to say that he was here to transact 
legislative business, and if Senators saw proper to 
bring up the blackguardism of the newspapers, he 
should treat them with silent contempt. 


fortunate for me, however, that [ am not capable 
|| of practicing it to such an extent as some others; 
but, when an occasion arises where there is no 


the State of Connecticut, showed to me one of || other resort than dignity, [ think that is a very Ciro . , 
these circulars, printed a half a sheet of paper, || poor one. I think that the resort to individual || States, communicating, in compliance with a reso- 


which had been return 





of fact, frank the circular—certainly not know- | 


satisfactory to me, so far as Mr. Sran ty is con- | 


‘not. They have addressed the Senator from IIli- | 


necticut—had been reported as it actually occurred, | 


him and his connection with the matter; but it | 


Sir, dignity isa very good thing. Itmay beun- | 
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who have about as much of it as an organ-grind- 
er’s monkey. I do not apply the remark to any 
one here. Then, while l excuse Mr. Sranty, and 
the Senator from North Carolina, who has spoken, 
yet, as long as that debate stands where it is, | 
have nothing to say to the Senator who is thus re- 
ported; and until he does correct it, and until he 
does deny it, itis my belief that he signed that 
circular. : 

The PRESIDENT. Theriver and harbor bill 
is properly under consideration. 

Mr. SMITH. I want the privilege of replying 
to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Several Senators. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT. If such is the pleasure of 
the Senate, the Senator from Connecticut will be 
permitted to proceed. (Agreed! Agreed!] But the 
Chair will say, that this debate is contrary to all 
rules of proceeding; and, although it is the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the Senator may 
proceed, the Chair will feel bound to arrest per- 
sonalities. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, [ had no idea of 
indulging in any personalities whatever. I un- 
derstood the Senator from Wisconsin to say, that 
the remarks which | made the other day—I admit, 
under some little irritation—were not truly re- 
ported. I believe they are exactly reported, as I 
made them, word for word. I thought | was jus- 
tified in those remarks. I thought that the Sena- 
tor had brought into the Senate Chamber a matter 
that had nothing whatever to do with the busi- 
ness that was before the Senate. I thought he had 
introduced it for the purpose of trifling with my 
feelings. I thought that he intended something 
more than the introduction of playful amusement 
into the Chamber. If1 had supposed that the in- 
tention of the honorable Senator was not to trifle 
with my feelings, I might not, and should not 
have indulged in severity of remark. 

3ut what, sir, has this subject to do with the 
Senate? What had it to do with the business then 
before the Senate? We had before us a question 
in relation to the Sault Ste. Marie canal bill; and 


1 had made some remarks upon that bill. How 
pertinent they were, or how worthy of consid- 
eration, I do not undertake to say. And what 


was it that the Senator did? He had recourse to 
newspapers, and brought into the Chamber matter 
which I stigmatized as wretched blackguardism. 
The same matter had been published in the 
Union, and in that paper | had been stigmatized 
in connection with it. An effort was made to cre- 
ate an impression against me and other honorable 
gentlemen whose names were appended to that 
paper, that we had attempted to practice an enor- 
mous fraud upon the country. Now, what had 
that to do with the Sault Ste. Marie canal? I 
said then, and I say now, that it was mere matter 
of newspaper blackguardism, and never should 
have been brought into the SenateChamber. But 
if the honorable Senator says, or is prepared to 
say, that he did not mean to trifle with my feelings 
on that occasion, I stand ready to make the 
amende honorable. The Senator can have his re- 
lations with me just as he pleases. It isto me a 
matter of the most entire and perfect indifference. 
Our relations have hitherto been friendly and cor- 
| dial, to some extent. I would much rather be 
concerned in rendering acts of courtesy and kind- 
ness to the honorable members of this body than 
to be engaged in controversies with them: but if 
I] understand my rights here, as a member of this 
Lody, it becomes me te maintain the dignity of my 
character, and the dignity of my position; and I 
will do it, whatever may be the consequences. 
{Here the conversation dropped .} 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
The Senate then took up the river and harbor 
|| bill, and debated various amendments to a late 
hour, many of which were adopted and several 
|| rejected, ‘ett few moments before five p. m.— 
“The Senate adjourned. 
[See Appendix for the proceedings.] 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, -4ugust 23, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burren. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Senate a message from the President of the United 


to him by one of his || dignity is a very poor one, on the part of those | lution of the Senate, a report from the Secretary 
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of State, and the documents accompanying it, 
touching the Lobos Islands; which were ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed, 

Also, a report of the Secretary of State, com- 
municating, In compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information in relation to the clerks in that 
Department; which was read and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


CIViL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill of the House 
of Representatives ‘* making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending 30th of June, 1853, and 
for other purposes,’’ the question pending being 
on the motion of Mr. Bapcer, to amend the 
unendment of the Committee on Finance propos- 
Ing to appropriate $18,000 ‘for repairs of the 
Potomac bridge,’’ by striking out the word ‘‘re- 
pairs’’ and inserting **the removal of the remains, ”’ 
sO a8 to make the clause read: 

‘ Forthe removal of the remains of the Potomac bridge, 
§18,000,”° 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, asthe honor- 
able Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Bapncer] 
the other day made some remarks in relation 
to this question that might affect the vote on the 
amendment, I feel it my duty to say a few words. 
I do not intend, at this stage of the session to con- 
sume time on this subject; but I regret very much 


When the 


i 


hat I cannot vo into it more fully. 
subject comes fairly and fully before the Senate, I 
shall be prepared to go into it in a manner as I 
think may maiertally modify or change the opinion 
of my honorable friend from North Carolina. 
In 1833 this subject was thoroughly investigated. 
he best engineers in America were employed in 
the examination of it; and a plan was then ap- 
proved by General Jackson, at that time President 
of the United States, for a bridge across the Poto- 
mac. But that plan was defeated, and the present 
structure was erected. Although the bridge has 
not answered the purpose, because it was not such 
a one as any engineer ever recommended—it was 
not recommended by the Government, by the 
President, nor by any engineer—still, I think my 
friend from North Carolina charges the poor 
bridge with a great deal more than it is properly 
chargeable with. He charges it with being the 
cause of fever and ague, yellow fever, and chol- 
era; as diverting the channel of the river, and also 
as ruining the trade of Georgetown. I dare say 
all these things have occurred at the same time; 
ind the bridge may be said to be the cause of them, 
on the same ground that a committee in England 
decided that the Tenterden steeple was the cause 
of the accumulation of the Godwin Sands; because 
the sands commenced accumulating there when 
the steeple was built, and had continued accumu- 
lating ever since; so that the accumulation was 
hargeable to the building of the steeple. {Laugh- 
ter.] Now Lam satisfied that the ruining of the 
trade of Georgetown, the prevalence of the fever 

id ague, and so on, are concurrent phenomena; 
but I do not know thatthey can properly be made 
chargeable to the bridge. 

The subject was thoroughly investigated, as I 
said, in 1833. ‘The Committee on the District of 
Columbia have been engaged lately in investigating 
it. Colonel Kearney, one of our best engineers, 
and Colonel Trumbull, who superintended the 
construction of the aqueduct at Georgetown—an 
engineer perhaps equal to any not only in this 
country, but (if that work be any evidence of his 
capability) one of the best engineers in the world— 
have been beforeus. We have had the advice and 
the aid of these gentlemen in our investigations of 
this subject, and, as | said before, when the proper 
time arrives | myself, who have had this assist- 
ance, will be prepared to go into the subject. The 
question arises now, where are we to have a new 
communication across the Potomac? Every one 
agrees that there ourht to be some communication, 
whether at the old locality, or at a new locality at 
Georgetown or elsewhere, we cannot yet precisely 
determine. Itis too large a subject to go into at 
this ume, 

‘These engineers all agree, that whether we re- 
construct the bridge on the old site, or construct 
a bridge at Mason’s Island, at the Three Sisters, 
or over the aqueduct, the repair of this bridge is 
ove of the first steps to the accomplishment of that || 
object. So much was that the case heretofore, |! 


‘T 


| the bridge remains. 


, been retroceded to the State of Virginia. Now, | 
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| 
that when the bridge was about to be built form- | 
erly, in 1832 or 1833, the Government purchased 
the old bridge then existing, in order to make use 
of it as a service bridge, until the bridge then pro- | 
posed was completed. I hope that will remove the 
objection of my honorable friend from North 
Carolina. 

I will not go into the question whether we ought | 
to reconstruct a bridge at the present locality, or | 
should build one at Mason’s Island, or at the Three 
Sisters, or beyond Georgetown; but when the time | 
comes for the investigation of that subject, I shall 
be ready to go into it, and give all the informa- 
tion that I have collected on the subject. But what | 
we now want, as my colleague on the Committee 
on the District of Columbia stated the other day, 
is a mere temporary repair of the present bridge. | 
For that purpose, I would suggest to the Senator | 
from Virginia, that the amount proposed in the | 
amendment of the committee is too large. The 
engineers to whom I refer gave us all the necessary 
information, and, from everything which we could 
learn, we thought that $12,000 would be sufficient. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam willing to agree to that. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Since we came to that con- 
clusion, we have ascertained that there are some 
other repairs to be made, which will make the 
whole amount necessary to be appropriated about 
$15,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. It will be necessary for the 
Senator to move that amendment, as the amend- 
ment for the repair of the bridge is reported from 
the Committee on Finance, and cannot be modified 
without a vote of the Senate. I shall vote, how- | 
ever, for an amendment like that suggested by the | 
Senator from [linois. Z 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment cannot 
he offered until the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina is disposed of 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the necessity 
of having a way to communicate between the Dis- 
trict and the Virginia shore, not for the conveni- 
ence of the people of the neighborhood alone, but 
for the convenience of the whole country, is man- 
ifest. Congress has undertaken, by purchasing 
the bridge many years ago, to make that way and 
keep itup. It would seem to me to devolve, asa 
matter of duty, on Congress, whatever ultimate 
designs it may have to furnish the repairs neces- 
sary to keep the bridge across the Potomac. 
Whether the appropriation should be $18,000 or 
$12,000, I do not know. 

What the Senator from North Carolina has in 
view, strikes me as an object that must be attained 
one of these days by Congress. I presume there 
can be no question, that, from the manner in which 
the present bridge has been constructed, it has 
done serious injury to the town of Georgetown. 
It is not only by causing the flats in the river, re- 
sulting from the deposits from above, that it has 
impaired the health of the opposite part of the city 
of Washington, but it has obstructed the channel 
so as to do very serious injury to the commercial 
interests of Georgetown. As will be manifest to 
the eye of the observer, the portion of the bridge 
which does obstruct the channel, is what is called 
the causeway—a brick structure which has not 
been injured by the late freshet. That portion of 
The proposition to repair 
the bridge, is one that does not interfere with any 
ultimate question as to the mode of reconstructing 
it or, whether there should bea change in the 
site. It seems to me, that the repair is indispens- 
ably necessary for the convenience of the people 
of the country; and that Congress is committed to || 
do it, because, by purchasing the bridge originally, 
it incurred an obligation to keep it up. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It seems to me that there 
is one question appertaining to this subject which 
has not yet been suggested. In 1833, when the 
site was first surveyed, and when the bridge was 
erected, both shores of the Potomac were within 
the District of Columbia. Since that time, the 
territory on the other side of the Potomac has 





what right has Congress, without the consent of | 
Virginia, to erect or repair any bridge across the 
Potomac? The western shore of that river is 
within the jurisdiction of Virginia. If so, the 
Congress of the United States has no jurisdiction 
over the subject, and we ought to have the consent 
of Virginia before we can touch it. I entertain | 
views on this subject similar to those which were | 
expressed the other day by the Senator from North | 
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Carolina. I think if we do anything we ought to 
remove the present nuisance. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania has anticipated me on 
a point [ intended to make, and it isa point which 
| think worthy of the consideration of the Senate. 
He has stated correctly, that, at the time the ap- 
propriation was oh serge made for building this 
a hey the jurisdiction of each end of it was with- 
in the Districtof Columbia. By alate act of Con- 
vress, one side of the river has lately been retro- 
ceded to the State of Virginia, and I think she has 
no claim upon Congress to continue this bridge, 
nor have we anything before us to show that, as a 
State, shedesires it. But, aside from that, I think 
the appropriation proposed by the honorable gen- 
tleman who is chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia [Mr. Sureips} would be so 
much money wasted. I do not believe that the 
Long Bridge, so called, can ever be made a perma- 
nentand safe crossing point. But even admitting 
that in this I am incorrect, which I do not believe, 
there is one point in this District—one city in this 
District—one portion of the population of this 
District, which has been seriously injured by the 
erection and maintenance of this bridge. They 
have no representative here to speak for them; 


| hence it is proper that those who understand the 


facts connected with this matter should present 
them to the Senate; and I was greatly in hopes 


| that the honorable Senator from Virginia, (Mr. 


Mason,] when he was up, would have gone on 
and stated the grievances that Georgetown, which 
lies entirely within the limits of the District, has 
suffered, and is suffering. The people of George- 
town have, from time to time, complained of that 
structure as an interference with their commerce, 
and as interfering with the health of their city; 
and they have asked Congress repeatedly, in the 
most respectful manner, to afford them some re- 
lief from these grievances—in short, to remove 
this nuisance. But Congress, thus far, has been 


|| deaf to their appeals. Latterly, by the act of 


God, a portion of the Long Bridge has been swept 
away; and it is to be regretted that the whole was 


| not taken. 


Mr. BADGER. I agree with you. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think the amendment offered 
by the honorable Senator from North Carolina is 
right. I would rather vote to appropriate $16,000 
to remove what is left of the old structure than to 
appropriate $16,000 to repair it; for the reason, in 
the first place, that it is not now the sole property 
of the United States—it is the property in part of 
Virginia; and in the next place, if it were the prop- 
erty of the United States, and its improvement 
yracticable, it would be an injury instead of a 
benefit in a public point of view. 

I have no wish to consume the time of the Sen- 
ate in discussing the question; and I know the ne- 
cessity for passing on and disposing of the amend- 
ments; but I must ask the Senate to hear read the 
proceedings of a public meeting held lately in 
Georgetown on this subject. I think they will 
explain the whole matter better than any speech 
I can make. 


The Secretary accordingly read the following: 


‘Puptic Meeting at Georcetrown.—At a general 


| meeting of the citizens of Georgetown, called by the Mayor, 


by direction of the corporation, at Forrest Hall, on Thurs- 


| day evening, the 8th of June, 1852, the Mayor was called 


to the chair, and John Dickson, Fsq., appointed secretary. 
‘©The Mayor then explained the object of the meeting ; 


| whereupon Recorder Ould moved that a committee of three 


persons be appointed by the chair to report resolutions for 
the consideration of the meeting. 

‘<The chair appointed Robert Ould, David English, and 
Judson Mitchell, Esqrs., said committee, who soon after 
reported the following preamble and resolutions, viz : 

«© Whereas, the people of Georgetown have been griev- 
ously injured, for the long period of forty-five years, by the 
erection of the Potomac Bridge below the harbor of the 
town, and against which we originally, and have ever since, 
protested, and do now protest; and as its continuance 
must ever have a disastrous effect upon our fortunes, there- 
fore, be it 

‘* Resolved by the people of Georgetown in general meet- 
ing assembled, That it becomes our duty to, and we accord- 
ingly do, make a united and earnest appeal to the justice of 
Congress, under whose exclusive jurisdiction we have 
been placed by the Constitution of the United States, to 
protect us from the oppression and annoyance of this enor- 
mous injury. 

‘¢ Resolved, That we are persuaded that such an obstruc- 
tion to the commerce of this town, as is occasioned by said 
bridge, would aot be tolerated in one of the States of this 
Union, or permitted to embarrass one of the seats of its 
commerce; and feeling that we are entitled to such rights 
as belong in common to the American people, we protest 
against the longer continuance of this unnecessary struc- 
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ture and palpable nuisance, and implore of Congress its | 
abatement. 

‘ Resolved, That experience elsewhere has long since 
demonstrated the sufficiency of steam ferry-boats to furnish 
the necessary facilities, under the same circumstances | 
which exist at Washington; and we feel assured that the 
steamboats which now ply between that city and Alexan- 
dria afford a safe and more expeditious means of travel than 
is furnisbed by the said bridge, and that the bridge, for such 
purpose, has already been measurably superseded by said 
boats. 

‘+ Resolved, That we entertain no unkind or unneighborly 


feelings towards Washington, but, on the contrary, would || 


be happy to see Congress continue to nurture it, and to make 
the most liberal appropriations to promote its trade, and 
give it such embellishments as are worthy the capital of a 
great and prosperous people. 

~ * Resolved, ‘hat, in protesting against said bridge, we 
only ask of Congress simple justice—a permission to enjoy, 
without molestation or hindrance, the advantages which 
nature has given us. 

‘« Resolved, That we respectfully and earnestly call the 
attention of Congress to some point on the Potomac above 
our town, as the proper situation for the location of a bridge ; 
which, while it would inflict no injury upon the rights of 
any individual or community, would afford facility for 
crossing the river, not only to the District and its neighbor- 
hood, but also to the great traveling public of the United 
States, in connection with the lines of our northern and 
southern railroads. 

‘* After debate upon a number of propositions to make 
verbal and unessential amendments to the resolutions, none 
of which were carried, the question was taken upon the 
preamble and resolutions as originally reported, and they 
were adopted with two dissenting voices. 


** Colonel Willet moved that a copy of the resolutions | 


be, as soon as practicable, presented to both Houses of 
Congress ; which motion was unanimously adopted. 
* And then the meeting adjourned. 
“HENRY ADDISON, Chairman. 
* Joun Dickson, Secretary.” 


Mr. SHIELDS. It is urged as an objection to 
the repair of this bridge, that it is now partly in 
Virginia. In regard to that I would say, that the 
Government purchased out the old bridge com- 
pany, known, I believe, as the ‘* Washington 


3ridge Company,”’’ and the Government erected a | 


bridge, and havecontinued, as it were, the charter 
that was given to the bridge company. I do not 
know but that that fact may remove the objection. 


A perpetual charter, I believe, was given to the | 


company while both shores were within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The Government purchased it 
out, and erected a bridge, continuing the condi- 
tions. 


The contest between Washington and George- || 
town has nothing to do with this matter. I prefer | 
thata bridge should be erected at Georgetown, and | 
1 hope that we shall be able to determine that one | 


great bridge can be erected there, above naviga- 


tion, that will answer all the purposes. But I | 


have said, and say again, that all engineers concur, 
that until we erect another bridge, it will be ad- 
vantageous to keep open this means of communi- 
cation; and that if the people of Georgetown con- 
sult their own interests, they will prefer to have 


this bridge temporarily repaired until a new one | 


be erected. If gentlemen wish to sweep away all 


communication between the District and Virginia, | 


let them do it. For me, I do not care particularly 
about it. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I regard the amendment | 


of the Senator from North Carolina as one of very 
considerable importance. It proposes, instead of 
repairing the present bridge, to make an cere, 
ation to remove the large portion of it which re- 
mains. Now, in the first place, it has been well 


stated that there is a necessity to keep open the | 


communication across the river, and that this can 
be done at a moderate expense, by repairing, tem- 
porarily, the old bridge. It is no little affair to 


undertake the removal of thelong causeway, consti- || 
tuting some two thousand feet of solid work; and | 
$20,000, or $40,000, will not be sufficient for that 


purpose. 


It is worthy of being recollected, that before the | 
site for this bridge was determined in 1832, under | 


the administration of General Jackson, the most 
careful examination was made of all the various 
sites to ascertain the best location, and after this 
examination, the site of the — bridge was 
selected as, on the whole, the best. I believe that 
if to-day a reéxamination were to be had, the same 
site would be very likely to be again determined 
upon. 

as effects have been attributed to the cause- 
way which have not resulted fromit. It has been 
charged as the cause of the diminution of the com- 
merce of Georgetown; but other causes have co- 
operated to diminish that commerce, as will be 
seen by referring to the diminution of the com- 
merce of the neighboring city of Alexandria, that 


| is not within the influence of the bridge. It has 
|| also been charged as causing a portion of this city 


to be unhealthy. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia bestowed some time upon the inves- 
tigation of that subject; and there was no incon- 
siderable testimony submitted to them, tending to 
show that such was not the fact. The committee 
were engaged for several days in an investigation 
connected with the subject of this bridge, and the 
other sites proposed for anew one. They visited 
and examined the old bridge, and all the proposed 
| sites for the new bridge, going up the river four 
or five miles above Georgetown. They found that 
there were difficulties to be overcome in erecting 
a bridge at any of the other points; and my own 
jongenns was, that there was no spot where a 
bridge could be erected that could be found con- 
venient, and meet the wants of the public, except- 
ing at the old site, or at Mason’s Island, below 
Georgetown. 

Now, sir, I will ask if the Senate, after the ap- 
propriate committee have investigated the subject, 
will undertake, without any examination of this 
important and difficult matter, to determine the 
whole question in the dark, against the opinion 

| of the committee, and commence the renewal of a 
structure that was placed in the river under the 
sanction of law. It appears to me that it is a 
question which ought to be carefully investigated, | 

| and that we should not start off upon mere im- 
pressions and suggestions. It is worthy of re- 
mark, that the authorities of the city of Washing- 
ton have passed resolutions unanimously asking 
the repair of the present bridge, insisting that 
they need the communication which it enables 
them even now, by a short ferry, to keep up. 

Gentlemen seem to suppose that if this struc- 
ture were to be removed, all difficulties would be 
overcome, and that there would then be deep 
water across the whole river at that point. This 
is a great mistake. If the structure be removed, 
it will not remove that difficulty. In 1818, as 
General Jones informed us, who was present at 

| the time that examination was made, there was 

| shoal water at that spot. The flats in the center 
of the river were then coming out of the water, 
the river being about a mile wide. The difficulty 
is, that there is not water enough to cover the 
whole surface, and hence there must be shoals 


The natural and necessary effect of the causeway 
in operation, is to cause deposits to be made in 
the center of the river, and they will ultimately 
| bring that center out of water, and thus form an 
island; and an examination will show, as I be- 
lieve, that such will be the ultimate result, whether 

the causeway shall be removed or not. 
If you remove the structure, those causes will 


the deposits will ultimately make an island there. 
If the present structure be removed, you still have 
the shoal water. You cannot get deep water by 
removing this causeway, which is some two thou- 
sand feet of solid stone and earth embankment. 
We are also assured that if this causeway is 
| removed it will be difficult, if not impossible, to 
| run a steam-ferry across the river at that point, 
| because the water will be too shoal for a portion 
of the way. 

These considerations lead me to hope the amend- 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina to the 
|} amendment will be rejected, and that we shall 
| make an appropriation for the repairs of the old 


structure and erecting a new bridge shall be again 
under consideration, there will be time to consider 


| until we have all the information before us that 
experienced engineers can give. The Committee 


| on the District of Columbia were several days | 
They were at first | 


| investigating the subject. 
} impressed with the same ideas that several gentle- 


| men have suggested here; but they found that | 


|| there were other facts which modified those ideas. 
|| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall vote against any 
oo to rebuild or repair this bridge, and 
1 shall do it upon this ground: The people of 


| Georgetown have, to my nowledge, for fifteen or || 
| twenty years last past been oe of this 


| 

|| obstruction, and as long as that bridge has been 
in passable condition, no movement has ever been 
|| made in this body, or in the other House, to relieve 
| their difficulties; and oy put that bridge in pass- 


able order again, will it not remain fifteen or 





either in the center or near the shore on each side. | 


still operate, though, probably, not so rapidly, and | 


bridge; and when the project for removing the | 


fully the subject. We need not undertake that, | 
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twenty, or perhaps fifty, years without being 
touched ? 

Mr. BADGER. It will remain without altera- 
tion until another flood breaks it away. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think my friend from 
North Carolina has given the proper answer. If 
we put this bridge in passable order it will con- 
tinue without any alteration until another flood 
breaks itaway. Heaven has sent a flood which 
has removed a portion of the bridge, and you have 
been forced to act. Now it is proposed to put it 
again in the condition in which it has been for the 
last fifteen or twenty years, of which the people 
of Georgetown have always been complaining. If 
it is put in passable order, I fear the subject will 
not be touched again. For this reason I shall 
vote against the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance, and for the amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina. [am willing that my friend 
from North Carolina should limit the appropria- 
tion, and instead of removing the brick and dirt 
embankment in the center of the structure, confine 
it for the present to the wood piling on each side, 
and allow us to think about the subject unti! the 
next session. But I am indifferent about that, 
and shall vote for his amendment, whether he 
limits it in that way or not. 

Since this subject has been under consideration, 
I have conversed with Mr. Ellet, the great bridge 
builder in this country, upon the wire-suspension 
plan. He made an estimate some years ago in 
regard to the money necessary to be expended to 
construct a wire-suspension bridge over the foun- 
dation of the bridge as it now stands, and he 
thought it would take upwards of $300,000 to 
build a bridge there upon that principle. Accord- 
ing to his estimates it would take $60,000 to build 
the same kind of bridge across the aqueduct at 
Georgetown. My own opinion is that if you 
build a wire-suspension bridge the proper site for 
it will be across Mason’s Island; because imme- 
diately west of the Observatory there is a very 
high embankment, and Mason’s Island is con- 
siderably elevated, and you can build a wire-sus- 
pension bridge there so as to allow space enough 
underneath for the masts of vessels going to 
Georgetown. Such a bridge will not interfere 
with the navigation of the river. But all that isa 
matter for future investigation and inquiry. If 
you refuse temporarily to repair the present struc- 
ture, you should ell your engineers out for the 
purpose of looking at the sites, making estimates, 
and determining what should be done. But my 
word for it, just so soon as you commence to 
repair the old structure, there will be no engineers 
sent out to look for a new site, and no estimate 
will be made for that purpose, and the matter will 
remain just as it has been for so many years. 

Mr. HUNTER. I rise to suggest that in re- 
gard to this matter, it would perhaps be better to 
follow the suggestions of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, who have examined the sub- 
ject more than any other, and who are better ac- 
quainted with it. Even if the Senator from North 
Carolina be right in his amendment, I think it 
would be premature to adopt it until we have some 
more information about it. I should be very re- 
luctant to destroy the present means of commu- 
nication, imperfect as they are, between the Dis- 
trict and the Virginia shore. I am certain that it 
will be felt as a serious loss, if we were to do it 
before some other bridge has been erected. If the 
Senate should refuse to make an appropriation for 
temporary repairs, I think we had better leave the 
structure as it now is. That would be better than 
making an appropriation to remove it, because 
what now exists is useful. If weshould refuse to 
give the amount of appropriation recommended by 
the chairman of the Committes on the District of 
Columbia, (Mr. Surexps,] I hope the Senate will 
not go the length of destroying the means of com- 
munication that now exist. 

Mr. PRATT. I do not concur with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Unverwoop,] in be- 
lieving that Providence sent a flood for the express 
purpose of carrying away the bridge; but, inas- 
much as the bridge has been providentially carried 
away, I am indisposed to put it up again. 

| One or two considerations have been advanced, 
\\ about which I wish to say a word. The first 
|| proposition is, that the erection of the bridge has 
|| destroyed the trade of Georgetown, in consequence 
| of the obstructions it has caused ‘n the river. 
| Now, I believe no one can deny the fact, that it 
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is so.. Many years ago, I went to school in 
Georgetown, and, at that time, vessels of almost 
the largest class were enabled to ascend the river 
to that point, and load with cargoes for every part 
of the world. At the present day, it is impossible 
for vessels of that class to get up there. George- 
considerable trade, but 
rom some cause or other, that trade has been de- 
stroye d, and its inhabitants allege the erection of 
the bridge, and the consequent obstructions to the 

navigation, to be the cause. I have no doubt that 


town was then a pl wee of 
' 


that us the fact. 

In the next place, it is said that the erection of 
the bridge, with a permanent aeewee. of some- 
thing like two thousand yards, has had a ten- 
dency to produce disease. I am satisfied that that 

vent iscorrect. If a committee of the most 
learned and scientific men in the District were to 
assemble and make a report to me that the expo- 
sure ol some SiXly or seventy acres of marsh mud 
to the atmosphere would not produr se disease, I 
would not believe unem. Every one knows that 
it will produce disease in such a climate as this; 
and eve y one who knows anything of the local- 
ity, knows that some sixty or seventy acres are 
exposed, day after day, to the summer sun, and 
that disease must be the inevitable consequence. 
These are some of the reasons why I will vote 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bapcer|] for the removal of this structure. The 
mere refusal to repair the bridge will not remove 
either of these evils; there is a permanent struc- 
ture there which prevents the water from flowing 
freely, and it is desirable that that obstruction 
should be removed; but the mere refusal to repair 
it would leave that evil untouched, and at the 
same time deprive us of the ‘advantage which the 
use of the bridge affords. Therefore, unless the 
obstruction is to be removed altogether, there can 
be no difficulty in determining whether we shall 
to the proposition to repair; because that 
repair will but increase the evils complained of, 
and the only way in which any good can be ef- 
fected will be to agree to its entire removal. The 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bapcer] is 
manifestly right in desiring that that removal 
should take place. My friend from Indiana {Mr. 
Baianr} is wrong in supposing that Virginia has 
any rights relative to this bridge. The State of 
Maryland—when this District was ceded to the 
General Government—owned the Potomac river 
to low-water mark on the Virginia shore; and Vir- 
rinia, inconsequence, has no legitimate jurisdiction 
over the river, or any part of it. The river, to low- 
water mark upon the Virginia shore, was under 
the jurisdiction of the State of Maryland, and 
herefore, when that State ceded to the United 
States that part of her territory included in the 
Distriet, it ceded with it the Potomac river to the 
Vir ~ h pone. 

Mr SARCE, I will only add to what has 
sid by my colijeague, that, in 1839, Con- 
rress by law extended the boundaries of the city 
of Washington to the furthest extremity of the 
bridge, and gave the corporation of Washington 
jurisdiction over it; and the act of retrocession 
reserved all the rights of the corporation. 

. BRIGHT. I desire to make one remark 

‘ly to the honorable Senator from Maryland, 

Mr .Prarr.] Admit that Maryland is the owner 
of the Potomac river, and has jurisdiction to the 


; 


assent 


bee th 


Virginia shore, [ apprehend that the bridge, when | 


extended, 
end of this bridge must of necessity rest upon the 
soil of Virginia; and I apprehend that if it were 
an original proposition to locate a bridge, it could 


will reach the soil of Virginia. One | 


not be so located without the assent of Virginia, | 


1e being the owner of the fee. While, therefore, 
the State of Maryland may be the owner of the 
river, and have jurisdiction over it, | apprehend 
that for all judicial purposes, both the States of 
Virginia and Maryland exercise jurisdiction, and 
when one has so exercised it, it could be pleaded 
in bar to any action which might be brought by 
the vanes upon common- law principles. So that I 

nu not mistaken in saying that the State of Virginia 
is the owner of the soil on which one end of the 


ve erected. 
I admit that my objection to the repair of this 
bridge is based mainly upon the consideration that 
it will be calculated to procrastinate the period 


when another and more suitable bridge shall be 
built at the right point, 


ridge stands, or on which any new structure may | 
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the time has come now when here, at the capital 
of the nation, the two great thoroughfares of the 
country—the North and the South—should be 
united by railroad communication. We now have 
a space of about sixty miles between the termini 
of the eastern and southern line of road. 1 have 
in my hand a correspondence between the Mayor 
and Common Council of Georgetown, and Mr. 
Ellet, an engineer of much reputation, showing 
that for $70,000 an iron bridge suitable for all the 
ordinary travel of the country, can be constructed 
across the Potomac at a point called the ** Three 
Rocks, or Sisters;’’ and that for $150,000 a bridge 
can be constructed sufficient to cross railroad cars 
on one side, and the ordinary travel of the coun- 
try on the other. 

‘Mr. SHIELDS. 
ana allow me to sa 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Has Mr. Ellet said that he 
has examined these sites, and that that is his esti- 
mate? If that is so, I should like to know it. I 
am told that ifa bridge of either kind named by 
the Senator from Indiana is to be erected, the 
granite foundations will.cost $300,000. 

A Senator. At what point? 

Mr. SHIELDS. Atthe point known as the 
‘* Three Sisters.’’ The estimate for the foundation 
alone will be $300,000. I would like to know if 
the amount named by the Senator from Indiana is 
the estimate made by that engineer? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will send the correspondence 
to the Secretary. It can be read, and will answer 
fully the inquiry of the Senator from Illinois, and 
in a manner not to be misunderstood. 

Several Senators. Oh, no; state the contents. 

Mr. BRIGHT. [do not wish to occupy the 
time of the Senate in reading these papers, if Sen- 
ators do not wish to hear them; but 1 will say to 
my friend from Illinois, [Mr. Suteips,] that Mr. 
Ellet does say that for the sum of $150,000 a 
bridge can be erected of sufficient capacity for the 
purposes I have named. 

Mr. PRATT. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Maryland, 
who is conversant with the facts, (having been at 
one time a resident in this vicinity,) says he has 
no doubt of it, nor have I heard any one doubt it 
who knows the locality and all the facts. I do 
not know that 1 have a very mathematical eye; 
I have looked over the ground, and, comparing 
this with other similar structures, I believe $150,000 
will put up a work that will answer the wants of 
the public, and be an honor to the District. 

Mr. GEYER. It is admitted on all hands that 
this bridge is a nuisance, and dangerous and pre- 


Will the Senator from Indi- 


a single word? 


judicial to the health of the people in both the | 


ae in the District. 
Mr. BRADBURY. Not at all. 
Mr GEYER. It is so, in consequence of the 
obstruction to the flow of water and the exposure 
of a large deposit of mud, at low stages of the 
water in the river. There is also another objec- 
tion, which has not been adverted to by gentlerhen 
who have addressed the Senate. 


causeway is too narrow, and the consequence is, 
that a very considerable rise takes place above the 
bridge. I believe it has been several feet higher 


above the bridge than it has been below. 


Mr. BADGER. 
during the last flood. 

Mr. GEYER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Bapcer] informs me that the difference 


The difference was four feet 


; in the height of the water above and below the 


bridge last spring was four feet. 
that the water thus banked up enters the canal, 
and floods the whole of the little valley on the 
south side of the avenue. This is a very serious 
evil, and may be of frequent occurrence. But it 
was not so much with a view to mention these 
facts that I rose to address the Senate. 


the fact, 
that legislation we should take care that we do not 


injure them further than is necessary to subserve 
the public interests, 


flood; and the question now before the Senate is 


| not whether that nuisance should be continued 
I think, Mr. President, \| permanently—for it is admitted by gentlemen 


When floods | 


occur, the passage for the water at either end of the | 


My prin- | 
cipal object is to call the attention of the Senate to 
that we are legislating here for people | 
_ placed under disabilities by their position; and in 


We have erected a nuisance | 
which has proved injurious to the health of the | 
inhabitants of both cities—the old and the new. | 
Part of that nuisance has been swept away by a | 


_ August 23, 


Ww a olatiile this appropriation that, at no ver 
distant day, it must be removed—but whether it 
shall be continued for some time longer? 

Then I submit to the Senate, that if this bridge 
isa nuisance; if it is a breach of our duty to con- 
tinue it there permanently, it is alsoa breach of 
duty to permit it to remain for one hour. It should 
be removed for that reason. It ought also to be 
removed on the principle by which we provide 
for the removal of obstructions from the harbor 
of Savannah, those obstructions having been 
placed there, it is said, by the Government of the 
United States. Exactly as those obstructions 
may have answered the purposes of the Govern- 
ment in case of war, and for the purpose of pre- 
venting the approach of an enemy, we may look 
forward to the probability that this nuisance ma 
at some day promote the same object of the Gov- 
ernment; but would such an argument be sufficient 
to induce Senators to maintain it there, when it is 
palpable that it is dangerous to the health of the 
present generation? Ifitis maintained at all, it 
will be maintained for fifteen or twenty years, or 
until such time as the next flood comes, and car- 
ries away a portion of it; and the same arguments 
will be presented then as are presented now, for 
the purpose of retaining it temporarily. I ask, 
have we a right to inflict an injury on the present 
generation? Have we a right to expose those who 
are our wards, and who have no power them- 
selves to act on the subject, to the evils which that 
bridge causes? I place this matter on the ground 
of justice, and affirm that there is an obligation on 
the part of the Government of the United States 
to remove that structure, as they have placed it 
there. I shall support, then—as the utility of the 
bridge is by no means correspondent to its evils— 
the proposition of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina for the immediate removal of the remains of 

| the bridge, as I am firmly convinced that its re- 
| tention will prove most injurious to the health of 
the present generation. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have no wish or design to 
protract this discussion, but I do not admit that 
this isa nuisance. Iam not satisfied that it is; 
if lL were, | would vote for removing it; but I think 
that we ought to take more time to consider this 
question. I rise, not for the purpose of making 
any remarks on the subject, but simply to ask 
that we may havea vote. The hour that we have 
expended in debating this question, is worth more 
to the country than the $12,000 which it is pro- 
posed to appropriate. 

Mr. PRATT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. Before the question is taken, 
I wish to say one word for the purpose of justify- 
ing any apparent inconsistency in my votes. I do 

| not know whether this question was taken by yeas 


| and nays when a similar proposition was made 


in the deficiency bill; but if it was I voted against 
the proposition which I shall now sustain. In 
doing so I must say that I change my vote because 
Iam satisfied with the arguments which I have 
heard, that this bridge is a serious injury to the 
health and prosperity of the city of Georgetown, 
and unnecessary, in its present condition, to the 
interests of the people here. 
| Mr.MANGUM. I have listened with a good 
deal of attention to gentlemen who evince a vast 
| amount of laudable sensibility in regard to the 
health of the people of the District; but so far as 
I am informed, the people of Washington almost 
with perfect unanimity desire the repair of this 


.\| bridge. 
The result is, | 


Another argument which is adduced by gentle- 
men is, that Congress will not do its duty in regard 
to the future, if this bridge is not temporarily re- 

raired., Perhaps gentlemen understand Congress 
better than Ido. If that is so, perhaps they had 
better go to work and demolish all the bridges, in 
order that we may get newones. Mr. President, 
[ am in favor of creating a new structure in place 
of the old bridge. I will vote for an appropriation 
any day for that purpose. But at the same time, 
the temporary convenience not only of the people 
of Voom but also of the people of the city, 
requires, in my judgment, that the bridge should 
be repaired. The amount of cost is very small; 
and if it is intended to erect a new bridge, the 
temporary repair of the old one will facilitate op- 
erations. But if Congress is only to be thus 


| 
|| must imagine that gentlemen un 


| driven by the extremest en. in ene I 
erstand ongress 
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much better than I do. I shall vote for the ap- | 
propriation. 

Mr. BADGER. One word in reply to the ob- 
servations of my colleague. He says my propo- | 
sition is supported on the idea that Congress will 
not do its duty, and intimates that perhaps we 
may understand Congress better than hedoes. I | 
appeal to my colleague if this very case does not 
prove that Congress will not do its duty while that 
brides stands? For the last ten years it has been 
as apparent as it is now, that it isa nuisance, It 
is not only apparent that itis an obstruction to the 
navigation of the river, but that it is creating a 
permanent nuisance both to the ay of Washing- | 
ton and that of Georgetown; and yet no move- 
ment has been made to take it down, and erect a 
new one, We have never heard of any disposi- | 
tion, on the part of Congress, to get rid of this 
old bridge, and put up a new one, until the disas- 
ter to it by the late flood. 

One word, now, with regard to the people who 
are interested in this bridge. ‘The people on the 
Virginia shore, below Alexandria, usually come 
up the river by the boats. They do not drive up 
from Alexandria to the other end of the Long 
Bridge, for the purpose of passing over it; and the 
people above Georgetown cross there. If I un- 
derstand the matter correctly, therefore, there are | 
only some two or three farms lying between | 
Georgetown and Alexandria who are interested 
in this matter, 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator from North | 
Carolina allow me to correct him as to a matter of | 
fact? 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. I shall be very 

lad to do so. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand there is a ferry 
now at the breach made in the bridge, and that it 
is very convenient to people passing, and the loss 
of it would be greatly felt. 

Mr. BADGER. | am glad to hear it. Nothing 
will be more easy when the causeway is removed | 
than to extend the ferry across the river. 

Mr. BRADBURY. That cannot be done, be- 
cause there is shoal water there. 

Mr. BADGER. Apnd it will be still more so if 

ou keep the bridge there. 

Mr. MANGUM. I will answer the inquiry of 
my colleague. I am of the opinion that Congress 
does a vast deal more than its duty in the way of 
talking. Sir, by way of evincing my sincerity 
upon this occasion, if any gentleman will take the 
trouble of preparing an amendment, 1 will vote 
for an appropriation of $100,000 in this bill, to be | 
put under the direction of the President, with the | 
assistance of the best engineers, for the purpose | 
of constructing a bridge that will be respectable, | 
durable, and every way appropriate for this place; 
but at the same time I also desire to vote for tem- 
porary repairs to the present bridge. Every gen- | 
tleman who has gone to market must have be- | 
come acquainted with the enhancement of the 
price of provisions, occasioned by the want of a 
proper communication with the Virginia shore. 
As far as I am informed, I think the entire popu- 
lation of the city desire the temporary reconstruc- | 
tion of this bridge. As to Georgetown, I havea 
very great respect for her rights; but I have no | 
respect for these little collisions, arising out of the | 
desire to have a bridge, one end of which is to be | 
in Georgetown instead of in Washington. I} 
would be regulated upon that matter by the intelli- 

ence and reports of able engineers under the | 
President, considering all the interests of the Dis- | 
trict, I say again, if any gentleman will make | 
the proposition, I will vote for $100,000 for the | 
construction of a new bridge, but at the same time | 
I desire to see the present one temporarily re- | 

aired. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Theconsiderations that are to 
govern the vote of Senators appear to be narrowed | 
down to the single point that the price of market- 
ing will be cheapened in this city, with a popula- | 
tion of about 40,000, by the repair of this bridge. | 








Mr. MANGUM. Notatall. There are other 
objections which are not mentioned. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, Senators seem 
to forget that Georgetown is as much within the | 
limits of this District as Washington city, and | 
that Congress is the only legislative tribunal her 
citizens can appeal to for the protection of their | 
political rights. Georgetown, with her popula- 
tion of eight or ten thousand inhabitants, repre- | 
sents, in the most imposing form, (as appears 


over the whole surface, and being shoal will still 
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from the proceedings of a public meeting, read at 
your desk this morning,) that for years she has 
suffered great inconvenience and injury from the 
erection and maintenance of this bridge; that her 
commerce has been cut off, the health of the city 
injured—two facts admitted by all who are in- 
formed on this subject—and asks you to abate 
this nuisance, instead of appropriating money to 
continue it. 

This petition is met with an opposition on the 
part of honorable Senators, based on the ground 
that a bridge at this point is necessary for the con- 
venience of the traveling public; and particularly 
is it desirable on account of the increased price 
charged for marketing in Washington when this 
bridge is not passable—thus setting up the paltry 
consideration of low prices toa population of forty 
thousand in Washington, against the commerce, 
trade, and health of a city containing eight or ten 
thousand inhabitants. This is, in my judgment, 
an unjust and an illiberal view of this question, 
and one that will do no credit to Congress. The 
public convenience does not require the repair of 
this structure. Every necessary facility for travel 
from this to the Virginia shore, in the direction of 
Alexandria, is afforded by the steam-packets that 
ply between this city and that point. Perhaps a 
few persons, who live between here and Alexan- 
dria, would be subjected to some inconvenience 
by the removal of this bridge; but they are few 
compared to the entire population of old George- 
town. She has a kind of proscriptive right to be 
regarded and treated as a part of the city of Wash- 
ington, and not to be treated and legisiated for as 
an alien and stranger. I hope the Long Bridge may 
be left to the mercy of the storms, and that Con- 
gress will make provision for an iron bridge higher 
up the stream, and not waste more money on this 
old dilapidated structure. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I desire to state a fact—not to 
make a speech. I do not care how the vote goes, 
but I wish to do justice to myself and to the Dis- 
trict. If you remove this bridge, you cannot run 
a ferry-boat. When gentlemen are speaking of 
this thing, they ought to know a little about the 
facts, for I find that they are at a great discount. 
I will merely mention—not that there will be any 
respect paid to it, of course—that if you will re- 
move the bridge, you will not be able to cross the 
river, except at high water, with a ferry-boat, and 
thus you will cut off all communication with the 
Virginia shore. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I will state another fact. 
‘The bridge was placed in its present location be- 
cause the flats were there before it was located. 
Gentlemen seem to suppose that there is water 
enough to spread over the whole surface of the 
river, a mile wide, and that by removing the 
bridge they will have deep water over the whole 
surface. They should understand that the remo- 
val of the bridge will not remove the flats. They 
were there before, and are only brought out a little 
more prominently, and will ultimately make an 
island there. In 1818, General Jones, who was 
with the committee in the examination of the va- 
rious sites for a bridge, stated that there were flats 
there on which grass was growing. 

Now, the bridge may operate in some slight de- 
gree to increase the deposit there, but if you re- 
move the causeway, the accumulation will still go 
on, because there is not water enough to spread 





be slack in that part of theriver. Originally, the 
flats might have varied somewhat in location, but 
the removal of the structure will not remove the 
difficulty. The only remedy is to bring those 
flats out of the water high enough to make dry 
land of them, leaving the two channels near the 
shores of the river as they now are. An estimate 
of the cost of doing this could enable us to deter- 
mine whether it would cost more than the removal 
of the causeway. 

The honorable Senator from Indiana seems to 
suppose thatthe health of the people of Georgetown 
is greatly affected oY this bridge. That is certainly 
something new. If he will look atthe petitions pre- 
sented, he will find that that consideration was not 
very much relied upon before the committee as a 
cause of complaint. The great complaint is the 
obstruction to the commerce of the port, arising 
from the inconvenience of passing the draws of the 
bridge, and the filling upof theriver. They attribute 
the decline of their commerce to these causes alone. 
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Alexandria, as an illustration that other causes 
must have produced a part of it. Now, shall we 
undertake to remove this structure without any es- 
timate of the cost? 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the statement I made be not 
true, the resolutions of the city of Georgetown are 
false. 

Mr. BRADBURY. lI can only say that such 
facts were not prominently urged before the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia when they had 
the subject under consideration. But will we, upon 
an appropriation bill almost at the last hour of the 
session, undertake to decide such a question as is 
now presented? It appears to me, that before we 
make the decision to appropriate large sums for 
such an object, or for new structures elsewhere, 
we ought to have more evidence—we ought to con- 
sider it with all the facts before us, rather than in 
the haste with which we must decide at this time. 

The question on Mr. Bavcer’s amendment to 
the amendment was taken by yeas and nays, and 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 27; as follows: 

VY RKAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Borland, Bright, 
Brodhead, Brooke, Dawson, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Jones 
of Tennessee, Meriwether, Morton, Pratt, Seward, Smith, 
Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—23 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bradbury, Cass, Charl 
ton, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, De Saussure, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Downs, Felch, Gwin, Hamlin, 


Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Pearce, Rusk, 
Shields, Soulé, Walker, and Weller—2?7. 


So the amendment to the amendment was reject- 
ed. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ** 18,’’ and inserting ** 12,’’ 
and inserting the word ‘* temporary’’ before “ re- 
pairs,’’so as to make the appropriation for the 
temporary repairs of the Potomac bridge, $12,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to 


Mr. BADGER. I hope, if the Senate will not 


vote for removing the obstruction, because they 


are not yet prepared to determine whether it isa 
nuisance, they will at least appropriate no money 
to patch it up. I ask for the yeas and nays upon 
the amendment of the committee. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Bradbury, Chase, Clarke, ooper, Davis, 
De Saussure, Dodge of Lowa, Downs, Gwin, Hunter, King, 
Mangum, Mason, Pearce, Rusk, Shields, Soulé, Sumner, 
and Weller—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bor 
land, Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, Cass, Chariton. Dawson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Feich, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, James, 
Jones of Tennessee, Meriwether, Morton, Pratt, Seward, 
Smith, Spruance, Underwood, Wade, and Walker—a, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert: 

*« For compensation of four draw-keepers, and for fnel 
and oil for the lamps of the Potomac bridge, $2,752.” 

Mr. SHIELDS. I suppose that may as well 
go with the previous amendments. There is no 
use of keeping the draw-keepers, as the bridge is 
not to be repaired. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


After the decision of the Chair that the amend- 
ment was rejected, 

Mr. BROOKE said: I have been informed that 
the draw-keepers are as necessary now as before 
a part of the bridge was washed away, and that 
it is necessary to keep the lichts there. 

The PRESIDENT. The question will come 
up again when the bill shall have been reported to 
the Senate. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the clause providing for the repairs 
of the two bridges over the Eastern Branch of the 

| Potomac, the words: 

*¢ And that the bridges across the Potomac and the Fastern 


Branch thereof, be surrendered to the authorities of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. ”’ 


Mr. SHIELDS. I would suggest to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, that the object 
of this provision is to give the jurisdiction over the 
bridges to the authorities, for the purpose of their 
better protection. 1 believe there areno corporate 

| authorities of the District. 

Mr. HUNTER. I give it upto the Senator, 
who has examined the subject. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I therefore move to insert 
‘* Washington”’ instead of ** the District of Col- 
umbia.’’ The object, I understand, was to give 
the bridges some protection and prevent them be- 


But it is only necessary to look at the commerce of | ing injured by idle and malicious persons. 
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Mr. PRATT. I hope the amendment of the 
cor. mittee will beagreed to. It will be recollected 
by the Senate, that the bridges across the Eastern 
Branch of the Potomac, which connect the State of 
Maryland with the Districtof Columbia—or rather 
the two parta of the District together, because the 
other side is in the District of Columbia too—and 
which afford the people of Maryland the only oppor- 
tunity they have of crossing for the purpose of mar- 
keting in the District, and the only access, indeed, 
to the District—were bought by the Government of 
the United States, and made free bridges. Now, 
if the jurisdiction over them should be transferred 
to the corporate authorities of Washington city, 
they might propose to raise a revenue from them. 
‘They might propose to reéstablish tolls upon them, 
‘They would have the power to do so, and there- 
fore, the great object which the Federal Govern- 
ment had in view by connecting the two parts of 
the District together so that the people of one part 
would not be charged for going to the other part, 
would be annulled entirely. The advantages de- 
rived from large expenditures of money would be 
lost if the jurisdiction were transferred to the cor- 
por iteauthority of Washington city; forthey might 
make them a source of revenue by reéstablishing 
the tolls. The bridges are kept in a very good 
condition, they are in excellent repair, and the 
people in the one part of the District are able to 
ro trom one side to the other without any cost to 
tnemseives. 

Mr. MANGUM. I willsuggest to the Senator 
from Illinois to add to his amendment, ‘ and still 
to continue and remain free bridges.”’ 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will withdraw my amend- 
mene. 

‘The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
the following clause: 


‘* For salaries and incidental expenses of the Commis- 
jon appointed under the act of March 3, 1851, for settling 
land claims in California, $50,000: Provided, That said 
Board be authorized to appoint and employ one secretary 


and two clerks, in lieu of the number provided for in the || 


above recited act;”’ 

to strike out ‘*two,”’ and insert ‘‘ three,’ and 
add to the clause the following: 

Whose annual compensation shall be $2,500. 

Mr. HUNTER. There were formerly five 
clerks, who were allowed each $1,500 as a com- 
pensation, which‘was not sufficient. It is proposed 


| requires that the Clerk, who purchases the books, 


‘| and what he gave for them. 


shall render an account of how he came by them, 
If any man has an 
objection to that, | do not see what it can be. 
Mr. BRIGHT. The committee recommend 
the striking out of the proviso, for the reason that 
it is the first time, in the history of the Govern- 
ment, that ever such an imputation has been thrown 
upon an officer of the other House, and upon be- 
ing advised that it had been inadvertently placed 
there. I hope the amendment will be agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. Ido not think that this proviso 
| was put in inadvertently. It is a restriction that 
the House have imposed, themselves, upon their 
awn officers, for furnishing their own members 
with books. To show that it was not inadvertent, 
I think, if the public papers may be relied upon, 
there was a provision mooted at one time in the 
House, not very long ago, to prevent the ver 
thing aimed at in this proviso, by which the Clerk, 
where he furnished a member with the books pro- 
vided for by the clause which contains this pro- 
| viso, should be obliged to stamp his name in some 
enduring and ineffaceable manner upon each book, 
| so that it might be known that it was one that had 
| been furnished by the House, under the law, and 
| might not be brought into the market again to be 
the subject of: speculation, without the House 
knowing it. Now, the House know themselves 
and their officers a great deal better than we do, 
and if they have thought that this sort of self-de- 
nying ordinance was necessary for the proper ad- 
| ministration of the book fund, I do not think it 
becomes us to tell them that they do not need it, 
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strange if the House were to interfere with it and 
undertake to prevent our placing this check upon 
I do not know anything about the object 
which the House had in view, or the motives 
which actuated them. I simply find that they have 
deliberately put in this appropriation bill a check 
upon the action of their administrative officers, 
and I do not feel at liberty to thwart them in their 
purpose, whatever may be the object desired. It 
is competent for them to do it, and I shall sustain 
their action. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I now move to strike 
out the whole clause making an allowance for the 
purchase of the books, to test the sense of the 
Senate upon the subject. 

The PRESIDENT. That will not be in order 
until all the amendments of the committee have 
been gone through with. It will then be in order 


_ to move to amend any portion of the bill. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert the words in italics in the following clause, 
which had been left blank by the House of Rep- 
resentatives: 


** For establishing the branch of the United States Mint 
at San Francisco, California, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the law approved the third day of July, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-two, the sum of $300,000.”” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
the second section of the bill, which relates to the 
compensation of the clerks and others, to add after 


| the words * all whose annual compensation does 


| and I therefore hope we will let it remain in the | 


bill. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is another reason 
| why the proviso ought to be retained. Since we 


|| have been in the habit of distributing books among 


to reduce the number of clerks, and have three at | 


a compensation of $2,500 each. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment increases 
the number. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
vides for five. 
struck it down to 


I mean the existing law pro- 
The House of Representatives 
two, 
nance propose to have three, whose salaries shall 
be $2,500. 

The PRESIDENT. 
each clerk $2,500? 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. Then it will be necessary 
to add ‘*each’”’ afier ** $2,500,”’ otherwise the 
gross amount will be divided among the three. 

Mr. HUNTER. I moveto amend the amend- 
ment by inserting ‘*each ”’ after ‘* $2,500.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Is the proposition to give 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
the clause— 


“To supply the deficiency in the fund for the relief of || 


sick and disabled seamen, $100,000;”° 


-~to insert **two,’’ instead of *‘one,’’ so as to 
make the appropriation $200,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. This was the sum estimated 
for, and usually appropriated. The Department 
stated that it was necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the clause making an appropriation 
to enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to deliver to each member such books as he 
was entitled to under a resolution of the House, 
the following: 


The Committee on Fi- | 


* Provided, That report shall be made in detail at the 


commencement of the next session of Congress, of the mode 
and manner of purchase of these books, and whence they 


were obtained.’’ 

Mr. ADAMS. [hope the Senate will not agree 
to that amendment. I[t proposes to strike out a 
provision adopted by the House of Representa- 
tives to regulate their own officers, which only 


| ourselves, and paying for them out of the public 
Treasury, there has been a charge ‘of this sort 
| madeagainst Senators and Representatives too 
A Senator. Senators? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir; Senators and 
Representatives too—that they have received the 
| books sometimes, and sold them, and pocketed the 
money, and thus indirectly obtained money of 
| the Treasury to swell their emoluments—selling 
| those books instead of using them or giving them 
to libraries. I want the source whence they are 
| obtained accounted for, to show that no disgraceful 





of the Senate, or of the House. If you require a 
statement as to the manner in which the books are 
| obtained, it will show that we are not guilty of 
the things that have been imputed. 
fore, that the proviso will be retained. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the amendment of the 
committee will obtain the sanction of the Senate, 
and that the proviso will be stricken out, not be- 
cause | am opposed to its object, but because it is 
| perfectly competent for the House of Representa- 
| tives to accomplish it by a rule or order of their 
|own. It is now introducing into the joint legisla- 
| tion of Congress a subject in regard to which the 
| House has power to regulate its own rules and 
| officers. 
from the House that our officers shall make re- 


| ate, which if we could well resist, after having 

given our consent to this joint resolution in regard 
| to them, [ am ata loss to know upon what ground 
it would be done. I think we had better stop the 
business at the beginning. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I take the same view of the 
subject as the Senator from North Carolina. It 
| is attaching too much consequence to a thing of 
| this kind to give it the forms of solemn legislation, 
when the House can by a simple rule regulate the 


the Senate. For that reason the Committee on Fi- 





striking out of the proviso. 
Mr. BORLAND. I desire to state why I shall 


vote against the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance. 


check for the government of their own officers, | 


and they simply ask us to permit them, by the 


terms of the law, to control the action of those offi- | 


cers. If the Senate were to adopt such a provis- 


sufficient for themselves, they have prescribed a 
ion in a bill with regard to their officers and send 


I hope, there- | 


transaction of that sort falls either upon members | 


not exceed $1,200, shall, in addition thereto, be al- 
lowed an increased compensation of twenty per 
cent.,’’ the words: 


«< All whose annual compensation exceeds $1,200, and is 
less than $2,000, shall receive an increased compensation 
of ten per cent., and those whose salaries exceed $2,(00 
shall receive an additional compensation of five per cent.’’ 


Mr. SHIELDS. The same necessity that ex- 
ists for an increase of salary in the Departments 


| exists in relation to the arsenals and navy-yards. 
| I will ask whether it is competent to extend the 
| provision to them? 


The PRESIDENT. Certainly; the Senator 


| can move to amend the amendment. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Then I move to ingert in the 


| beginning of the section after the words ‘* exec- 


utive and legislative departments of the Govern- 
ment’’?—— 

The PRESIDENT. That will not be in order 
now, because the amendment of the committee is 
in another part of the section. 

Mr. HUNTER. There was an inadvertency 
in drawing up this amendment. It provides that 


| * those whose salaries exceed $2,000 shall receive 


| $2,000. 


| an additional compensation of five per cent.;”’ but 


there is no provision for those whose salaries are 
I move to amend the amendment by in- 
serting ‘* amount to or,’’ between “ salaries’ and 


|| “© exceed.” 


The next thing will be a proposition | 


ports under law, and not under a rule of the Sen- || 


The amendment was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert the words in italics in the following clause 
of the same section: 


‘¢ Provided, That this section shall not extend to more 
than one salary of any person receiving a salary for dis- 


| charging the duties of more than one office at the same 
| time.’ 


evil at any time without the aid and codperation of | 


nance unanimously, I believe, recommended the | 


1 The House of Repre- | 
sentatives have sent us a bill in which, for reasons 


Mr. HUNTER. There are some persons who 
receive salaries as clerks and have additional sala- 
ries as superintendents of public buildings. 

It was thought by the committee that they were 
as much entitled to the increase on one salary as 


_any of the others, but not on both. The propo- 
| sition is to give the increase on one salary, and 


not on the other. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move to postpone the further 


| consideration of the bill until to-morrow, for the 


H| 
iI 
i 


purpose of taking up the river and harbor bill. 
he motion was agreed to. 


EVENING SESSIONS. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I move to take up for 


_ consideration the resolution which I submitted the 
| other day, ae for a recess from four to 


seven o’clock each day. I perceived very clearly 
that unless we pass this resolution to give gentle- 
men an opportunity to discuss the various sub- 
jects which are to be submitted for our considera- 


it to the House, I apprehend we should think it || tion, in relation, even, to the civil and diplomatic 
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appropriation bill, not to speak of the other ap- 
propriation bills, that we shall not be able to get 
the river and harbor bill through this body in time 
to receive the favorable action of the House of 
Representatives, where it must go if the amend- 
ments which have been adopted in committee be | 
not stricken out in the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, | am anxious for the 
adoption of the resolution, in order that we may 
have some time left us for the consideration and | 
passage of the homestead bill, in which my con- 
stituents and myself take a great interest, because 
of the innumerable blessings which the enactment 
of such a law will bring to the hearth-stones of |: 
the thousands of the landless, but honest, citizens 
of my State, and to the hundreds of thousands 
who, in consequence of its passage, will emigrate | 
to lowa and other western States. I desire to see | 
this homestead bill taken up and passed into a 
law, not only because I have been instructed by 
the Legislature of my State to vote for and sup- 
port it, but because, being myself a native of the 
Northwest, and one who has reaped the benefits 
of the preémption and settlers’ laws, I can sym- 
pathize with, and feel for, the deprivations and 
toils of those who have already settled, or may 
become settlers, upon the public domain which 
God has intended for the benefit of his creatures, 
for habitation and cultivation, and not for the 
benefit of the landlord and heartless speculator. | 

Another consideration which prompts me to pro- 
pose longer sittings of the Senate, at this late dey, 
is the hope which I still entertain that we may be 
enabled to do something to secure grants of lands 
for the numerous railroads which have been pro- | 
jected in our western States, and in some of which | 
my constituents feel intense anxiety, and for which 
they and I, and my colleagues, and others, have 
labored constantly for the last four years. This | 
act of simple justice to lowa, Arkansas, and other 
western and southern States, may yet be done—if | 
not in the passage of railroad bills, by such amend- 
ments to Bennett’s bill, or the lunatic asylum bill, 
which have passed the House of Representatives, | 
and which now lie upon the table here, contain- 
ing, in my opinion, very objectionable and defect- | 
ive provisions, but which their friends feel the 
utmost confidence in seeing passed into laws, even | 
in the crude and objectionable shape in which 
they now are framed. I have upon the table an 
amendment, which I propose to offer when the 
Bennett bill comes up, making provision for the 
grant of lands for the construction of railroads in 
the West, Southwest, and South, and which I 
also intend to amend, if I can, so as to provide 
that none but actual settlers shall have the priv- 
ileze of purchasing lands with the land scrip 
which it is proposed to issue to the old States, 
among whom our western lands are to be distrib- | 
uted in the way of scrip only—another mode of | 
distributing the proceeds of the sales of the public | 
lands. 1 hope my resolution will be adopted, or 
that it may be amended so as to require us to come | 
here at nine o’clock in the morning, instead of | 
eleven. 

Mr. BORLAND. I presume the question of 
taking up the resolution will be considered a test | 
upon the resolution itself. I therefore shall vote | 
against taking it up, for the reason that I am op- | 
posed to evening sessions. I am perfectly willing | 
to come here at nine o’clock in the morning; but | 
after we leave here at four or five, I know that I | 
myself would not be in a situation to attend to 
business at seven. I shovld be worn down, as I 
think a majority of the Senate would be. My 
little experience here has been, that evening ses- | 
sions have not put foward the public business, but 
that they have added greatly to the fatigue and 
discomfort of Senators. I shall therefore vote 
against taking up the resolution, as [ shall be op- 
posed to its adoption if it is taken up. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. If the Senator will 
move to amend my resolution, so as to make our 
hour of meeting at nine o'clock, or at ten o’clock, 
I will agree to it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT. The merits of the resolu- 
tion will not be under consideration until it is 
taken up. 

Mr. HALE. 
merits; but if it isnot in order, I will postpone the | 
making of them until it is taken up. 

The motion to take up the resolution was not 
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agreed to, there being, on a division—ayes 18, 
noes 24. 
FLORIDA CONTESTED ELECTION. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 


Before the special order is 


taken up, | desire to make a motion, which, I 


suppose, will be regarded as a privileged one. 
The special committee on the Florida contested 
election case made a report on Saturday, which 
has been printed, and I see is laid upon our tables. 
It is desirable that the matter should be disposed 
of during the week, and I hope, with unanimous 
consent, some hour may be appointed on Thurs- 
day next for the purpose of considering it. I 
move to take up the report of the committee for 
the purpose of postponing its consideration until 
twelve o’clock on Thursday next. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would ask whether the 
printing has been done so that we shali be ready 
to discuss it? 

Mr. ADAMS. The report is printed, and laid 
on our tables. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. With the testimony? 

Mr. BRIGHT. The report only has been 
printed. I presume the evidence and accompany- 
ing arguments cannot be prepared during the ses- 
sion. They will embrace some two or three 
hundred pages. 

The motion to take up the report was agreed to, 
and its further consideration was postponed until 
Thursday next, at twelve o’clock, and made the 


|| special order for that hour. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That T. S. J. Johnson have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Hayes, its Chief Clerk, 
announcing that it had passed the following bills 
from the Senate: 

An act to confirm to the State of Michigan cer- 
tain lands selected for saline purposes; 

An act for the relief of William P. Greene; 

An act for the relief of John A. McGaw, of 
New York; and 

An act granting a pension to John Le Roy. 

Also, that it had passed a bill entitled ‘* An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1853.”’ 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


At one o’clock the Senate resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
improvement of certain harbors and rivers, and 
continued engaged in its consideration until half- 


| past nine o’clock, p. m., when it was reported to 


the Senate as amended. 
pendix. ] ' 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


[For the debate see Ap- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 23, 1852. 


The House met ateleveno’clock, a. m. 
by Rev. C. M. Burter. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of Senate bill No. 223, “to 
‘amend an act entitled ‘ An act to provide for the 
‘better security of passengers on board of vessels 
‘ propelled in whole or in part by steam, and for 
‘other purposes.’ ”’ 

On motion by Mr. CABELL, by unanimous 
consent, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal of the 
petition and papers of A. D. Lawrence from the Committee 
on Claims, for the purpose of reference to one of. the exec- 
tive departments. 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, for the purpose of refer- 
ence to the Senate, of the papers in behalf of the claimant, 
for an appropriation to complete payments for surveys on 
the coast of the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. COBB. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to allow me to introduce a resolution 
to keep alive the business which may remain in 
the hands of the committees. 

Mr. PENN. I object. 

Mr. McCORKLE. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report and put upon its pas- 
sage, the bill to organize the Surveyor General’s 

| office in California, and to extend the preémption 
| laws to that State. 


Prayer 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 1 call for the 
recular order of business. 


SECURITY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMBOATS. 

‘The SPEAKER. The business first in order, 
as the Chair has already stated, is the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 223. The question first 
recurs upon the adoption of the amendments of 
the committee. 


Mr. St. MARTIN. 


I would ask the unani- 


| mous consent of the House to allow me to make 


areport from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. It will not occupy more than 
five minutes, 

Mr. SEYMOUR. 
stances, object. 

1 send to the Chair certain corrections of the 
report of the committee. Most of them are typo- 
graphical mistakes. Others change propositions, 
already considered, for the purpose of reconc ling 
the conflict of interests involved in this bill. 

The SPEA K ER. A re the corrections from the 
committee, or the gentleman himself? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. They are from the commit- 
tee. AsI have said, the object of the paper which 
I have sent up, is to correct certain typographical 
errors in the bill and amendments, as printed and 
now before the House, and also to alter certain 
propositions contained in that bill as it was re- 

| ported. It comes from the committee. They re- 
commended the alterations, which | hope may be 
made. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I would inquire whether 
any amendments to the bill, other than those pro- 
posed by the committee, will be in order? 

The SPEAKER. They will be in order when 
those of the committee are disposed of, unless the 
previous question be called. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I made the inquiry, as I 
have several amendments to submit. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment to any sec- 
tion to which the committee has proposed an 
amendment, will bein order until this amendment 
is disposed of, unless it be an amendment to the 
oansadenas of the committee. 

Mr. EDGERTON. My umendments are to 
the original bill. 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to inquire whether it 
is now inorder to propose an amendment, to be 
considered at the proper time? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order without 
the unanimous consent of the House. Amend- 
ments should be offered at the time when they are 
to be acted upon, and they cannot be acted upon 
so long as the amendments of the committee are 
pending. 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to inquire further, 
whether an amendment can be offered to any one 
of the committee, when it comes up? 

The SPEAKER. The amendments proposed 
by the committee are amendable. Is it the pleas- 
ure of the House to have the bill read first entirely 
through, or by sections? 

Mr. STUART. I would suggest, that inas- 
much as this isa very long bill, that we had better 
have it read in the first place by sections. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, then, 
the bill will be read and amended by sections. 

There was no objection. 

The first section of the bill was read, as below. 
It is proposed by the Committee on Commerce to 
strike out the parts in brackets, and to insert the 
parts in italics: 

** Be it enacted, ¥c., That no license, register, or enroll- 
ment, under the provision of this or the act to which this isan 
amendment, shall be granted, or other papers issued by any 
collector, to any vessel propelled in whole or in part by 
steam, and carrying passengers, until he shall have satis- 
factory evidence that all the provisions of this act have been 
fully complied with; and if any such vessel shal! be navi- 
gated with passengers on board, without complying with 
the terms of this act, the owners thereof and the vessel 
itself shall be subject to the penalties contained in the second 
section of the act to which this is an amendment.”’ 

The amendments of the committee to the sec- 
tion were severally agreed to. 


I must, under the circum- 


The second section of the bill was then read; 
and the amendments of the committee, striking 
out the parts in brackets, and inserting the parts 
in italics, were severally agreed to: 

“Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That it shall he the 
duty of the inspectors of the hulls of steamers, and the in- 
spectors of boilers and engines, appointed under the provis- 
ions of this act, to examine ond see that suitable and safe 
provisions are made throughout such vessels to guard against 

, loss or danger from five ; and no license or other papers on 
\| any application shall be granted if the [directions of the in- 
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spectors) provisions of this act for preventing fires are not 
complied with, or if any combustible material liable to take 
om heated iron, or any other heat generated on board 
of such vessels in and about the boilers, pipes, or machin- 
ery, shall be 1 at less than eighteen inches distant 


fire i 


placed 
from such heated metal or other substance likely to cause 
ignition, unless a colurnn of air or water intervenes between 
such heated surface and any wood or other combustible 

iterial so exposed, sufficient at all times, and under all 

cumstances, to preventignition ; and further, when wood 
in so exposed to ignition, as an additional preventive, it 
hall be shielded by some incombustible material in such 
manner as to leave the air to circulate freely between such 
material and the wood. Provided, however, [if] that when 
the structure of such steamers [navigating rivers only be] 
issuch, or the arrangement of the boilers or machinery [be] 
t uch that the requirements aforesaid cannot, without se- 

ix inconvenience or sacrifice, be complied with, inspect- 


ora may vary therefrom if, in their judgment, itcan be done 
with safety. 


Mr. BOW NE offered a substitute for the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be enter- 
tained, but cannot be acted upon until the original 
by as been perfected. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 


strike out the whole of the second 


I move to 
section. I do 
», not because I am prepared to say that I will 
ippose the bill, but I received by mail last nighta 
remonstrance against its passage, signed by a large 
number of pilots navigating the western rivers. I 
re that it shall be read as a part of my speech. 


re 


lere: 


Ty) the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives | 


he United States of America, in 


’ 


Congress assem- 


Che undersigned, pilots upon the western rivers, respect- 
epresent unto your honorable body, that, in their opin- 


ion, the provision of the bill now before you requiring 
pilots to obtain a license before they can exercise their pro 
sion, Will not meet the objects of the Legislature, whilst 
vill operate sorely upon such as are well qualified to dis- 
charge the duties of their said profession. As things now 
, the owners of boats only seek to employ such pilots as 
ean be relied upon for their skill and prudence, in order to 
save their responsibility in case of accident; but should the 
bill now before your honorable body become a law, all that 
iil be required of them will be to obtain a Licensed pilot— 
and all experience goes to show that itis not the skillful 
and the trustworthy only who obtain license. 
Wherefore, respectfully suggesting that the public inter- 


hey have a right to be heard, and this is the only | 
i ’ . r 
eans by which I can secure to them that privi- | 


ests will be seriously injured by any such law, they beg 


leave to remonstrate against the passage of the same. 


John Sebastian, J. Bryson. 

Robert G. Baldwin. D. J. Pearee. 

Charles Sebastian. Coleman W. Stewart. 
Isaac Gaugh. John Dean. 

Captain Linas Logan. Edwin W. Larue. 
John Fall Alexander Frazier. 


John Jacobs. 
‘Thomas Addison, 


Jas. Oliver Camidd., 
James H. Madison. 


J.J. Warman. M. Mires. 
A. Fleming. William Logan. 
Chas. R. M. Fall. R. Whitney. 


CrnecinnaTt, Onto, Jugust 14, 1852. 


My object in moving to strike out this proviso 
was simply to allow these pilots an opportunity to 
be heard. They are respectable citizens, living 
upon the Ohio river, in my district, and they are 
engared in the navigation of the western waters. 
I received the memorial late last night, and of 


vurse have had no opportunity of presenting it 
until now. 


sideration and respect. 

Che question was then taken on Mr. Stanron’s 
motion, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HENN. I move to strike out the whole 
proviso to the second section. I have only to say 


Their remonstrance ts entitled to con- | 


in regard to it, that it seems to put the whole | 


power in the hands of the inspectors. I think 
that ourht not to be done. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 


say only one word in reply to the suggestion of | 


the gentleman from lowa, [Mr. Henn.}] What I 
say in reply to the first proposition will relate, to 


a considerable extent, to various other provisions | 


of this bill. 
acter delegated, or proposed to be delegated, to 
inspectors, and it results from the fact that we and 
no other Legislature here can provide with cer- 
tainty all the details which may be necessary to 


There is a power of extended char- | 


secure safety on board the great variety of steam- | 
ers which they may be called upon to inspect; and | 


it is necessary in this instance in regard to the 
position and proximity of heated iron. It is due 


that there should be some discretionary power | 


left with the inspectors in this as in many other 
instances. The details will be observed by the 
Hlouse as we proceed with the bill. I presume 
it will not be the intention of this House, without 
having before them the dimensions and peculiar 
construction of different steamers upon our west- 


lantic rivers, to prescribe the particulars of dis- 
tances, and all the minutiz that inspectors can and 
ought to provide; and if they are proper men, and 
such men as we intend shall be appointed to those 
stations, such they will provide. 

Mr. HENN. I wish to say to the gentleman 
that if he is willing to apply this power to inspect- 
ors, so far as boats hereafter to be built are con- 
cerned, I have no objection to the proviso. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. It is difficult, such are the 
various kinds of boats already constructed and to 
be constructed, varying continually, according to 
the service to which they are applied, for us here, 
by a general sweep of legislation, to prescribe all 
this minutie. I say in this respect, both as it re- 
gards boats to be built and as it regards those 
which have been built, it is proper, it is just, and 
it has met with the almost unanimous approbation 
of the committee who have investigated this mat- 
ter, that some discretionary power of this charac- 
ter should be suffered to remain with the inspector. 
If they are proper men—if they seek to do their 
duty—the very important duty which is imposed 
upon them, as the House will see, by the provis- 
ions of this act—all will be right. If they do not 
do their duty, there may be a necessity in making 
more stringent provisions. We must rely upon 
the faithfulness of men in these respects asin any 
other. 1 hope that the proviso will not be stricken 
out. 

Mr. HAVEN. [think we had better retain the 
proviso as itis. The provision by which no com- 
bustible material was to be placed within eighteen 
inches of the boiler or heated iron, gives rather 
larger space than | think is necessary. In my 
judgment, we had better trust to the discretion of 


the inspectors upon this ports 


Mr. EDGERTON. am opposed to this pro- 
viso, and for this simple reason: It is incorporated 


| solely into this bill for the benefit of steamboat 


owners, and not out of regard to the lives of pas- 
sengers. 
the bill in relation to the construction of steam- 
boats shall be varied when there shall be an in- 
convenience to the owners or builders of boats. 


| That is the whole sumand substance of the proviso, 


and it is applied not only to boats now constructed, 
but those hereafter to be constructed. Where, 
therefore, is the necessity of providing that boats 
shall be constructed in the manner specified in this 
bill, when you leave the whole question as regards 
the safety of the construction to the opinion of the 
inspectors? And whenever they can be satisfied 
that the provisions of this bill are a serious incon- 
venience, or that a sacrifice will result to the 
builders and owners of steamboats unless a modi- 
fication of this bill, according to their own opinions, 
shall be made, they can build the boats precisely 
as they please. Every provision of the bill here 
has no regard whatever for the safety of passen- 
gers. It is all left entirely with the judgment of 
the inspector, and there is, therefore, no necessity 
for making these specific provisions. Let this 
proviso be stricken out. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 
bill, that it is a ver 
fifty pages of printed matter in it. I do not believe 
that we can consider and act understandingly upon 
a bill of this character in the morning hour during 
this session. We have only one week from to- 
day, and we might occupy the whole of af 


I find, on looking into this 


| morning hour and not get through with the bil 


I will therefore, with the view of ascertaining what 
the feeling of the House is upon this matter, move 
to postpone the consideration of this bill until the 
second Monday in December next. 

M?. ROBBINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Ciineman] to move to refer this to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. I[ am of 
the same opinion with the gentleman. It is too 
important a matter to be acted upon hastily. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have no objection to 
that, if the gentleman would prefer it. I am satis- 
fied that, in the short time allowed us, we cannot 
examine and perfect this bill. 
gentleman prefers it, substitute the motion made 
by him to refer this bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DISNEY. We will never reach it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 


will be because we cannot pass the appropriation 


If wedo not reach it, it | 


long one—there being some | 
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the House prefer to act. If a majority of the 
House think that it is more important than other 
measures in committee, they can take it up and 
act upon it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to call 
the attention of the gentleman from North Caro. 








‘lina [Mr. Curneman] to the last section of the bill 


which provides that so far as the western waters 
are concerned—I make use of that term generally, 
though there is a particular designation for certain 
districts—this bill shall not go into effect until the 


| lstof January, and that as to all the rest of the 


country, it shall not go into effect until the Ist day 
of March next. The object of that provision is, 
that the people of the western country, who de- 


| sire very much that this bill should be passed now, 


may have an opportunity of adapting their boats 
and machinery to meet the requirements of the 
bill. ‘They think that they can do it by that time, 
and as it does not go into effect in all other parts 
of the Union till near the close of the next session 
of Congress, ample time is given for future legis- 
lation if there is anything m it improper at the 
present time. | hope that the House will not post- 
pone action upon this bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Seymour] satisfy 


| me of the importance of a new examination of the 


| operation until the middle of —— 


system. Itis obvious that the committee have 
some doubt of its working, and they do not desire 
it to take effect immediately. It is not to go into 
I think 
that we had better take me to consider and per- 
fect it. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, {Mr. 


| Ciiveman,] and that is, whether it is not just as 


convenient to consider the merits and demerits 
of this bill to-day, as to postpone it; whether there 


| is any special reason why we should pass it over? 


The proviso is, that every provision of 


| come up from the committees. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 do not believe that we 
can get through this bill, in the morning hour, this 
week; and there is other business which ought to 
You cannot go 


| through and perfect it, even if there be no debate, 


| should act upon this bill. 


during the morning hour, for this whole week. I 
therefore move to commit it to the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HALL. I think it is important that we 
It is evident that we 
cannot act if the debate is to continue; and I there- 
fore move the previous question. 

Mr. CARTTER. Not yet, I hope. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. If the previous question is 
sustained, what effect will it have upon the amend- 
ments of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. It will bring the House to 


| vote upon the amendments of the committee, 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. | ask for tell- 


| ers upon the second to the previous question. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I wish to make an inquiry. 


| If the previous question be sustained, will it cut 


off all amendments other than those proposed by 


| the committee? 


I therefore, if the || 


The SPEAKER. All amendments except 
those of the committee and the substitute. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I stated to the Chair, that 
I had some amendments to propose to the bill, and 
I understood the Chair to state that they might be 
proposed when one section was read. 

he SPEAKER. That is certainly true, ifthe 

previous question does not cut them off. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a question of 
order. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I should like to have my 


| amendments offered before the previous question 


is sustained, as they are important in their char- 
acter, and ought to be considered by the House. 

Mr. CARTTER. Is it inorder to demand the 
»revious question after the House has ordered the 
bin to be read by sections for amendments, until 
you have closed the reading of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Thereis no doubt about the 
call for the previous question being in order. 

Mr. CARTTER. That takes away the right 
to have the bill read. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I ask that an amendment 


which I propose to offer to the fourth section be 
| read. 


It was read, as follows: 


Section four, line nine, after the word “ persons,” add the 
following: “ having a fioat and fender around the gunwale 
‘inflated with air,and made of vulcanized India rubber, 


we : ; _ | or some other material equally elastic and durable, and as 
ern waters, upon our northern lakes, and our At- || bills, and other bills upon which the majority of |) 


‘capable of containing air, of not less than six inches in 





1852. be. 








‘ diameter.”’ In the same section, tenth line, strike out the | 
words “ and gunwale,”’ and insert “‘ thereto.”’? In thesame | 
section, line thirty-seven, after the word‘ apparatus,” in- 
sert the following: “ so as to make each boat on either side 
of the vessel, when full of water, capable of sustaining at 
Jeast fifty persons.”’ 

Mr. HENN. Will the previous question cut 
off my amendment? 
The SPEAKER. Not at all; because that 

amendment was legitimately made. 

Mr. HENN. With the consent of the House, 
I wish to modify my amendment. Instead of 
striking out the whole proviso, strike out the 
words ** such steamers,” and insert ‘* any steam- 
ers heretofore built.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to modify his amendment in that respect. 

Insert after the word ** good,”’ in the third line 
of the fifth section, the words “ nautilus or self- 
inflated;’’? and after the word ‘of,’ in the same || 
line, the words ‘* vulcanized India rubber, or of | 
some other equally’’—so as to make the section 
read: 1 

“ Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, That every such ves- 
sel carrying passengers, shall also be provided with a good 
nautilus or self-inflated life-preserver, made of vulcanized 
India rubber, or of some other equally suitable material, and 
float well adapted to the purpose, for each and every pas- 
senger, which life- preservers and floats shall always be kept | 
in convenient and accessible places in such vessels,”? &c. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I was not 
able to hear distinctly the amendments proposed by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Epcerton.] I 
therefore wish to inquire of him whether the arti- 
cles embraced in those amendments are not pat- 
ented articles ? 

Mr. EDGERTON. 1 will state that the articles 
are patented articles, and the best life-saving appa- | 
ratuses known to the American people. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I will say that the Commit- 
tee on Commerce have carefully excluded all pat- 
ents. We do not wish to elevate them into either 
importance or profit. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Iwill say that the com- 
mittee have not carefully excluded all patented 
articles. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must recollect 
that discussion is not in order. Is it the pleasure 
of the House that, in case the previous question 
is seconded, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio shall be received and considered ? 

Mr. ORR. I must object. 

TheSPEAKER. Thenthe amendment will be 
cut off by the previous question. 

Mr. FOWLER. 1 desire to present the amend- 
ment of which I gave notice a little while ago. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the 
resolution will be received. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I object. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the previous question 
cut off my amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly it will. 

Mr. FOWLER. Then I hope it will be voted 
down. ‘ 

Tellers were ordered upon seconding the demand 
for the previous question; and Messrs. Disney, 
and Stanton of Tennessee, were appointed: 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 76, noes 46. 

So the previous question received a second. 

The question then being, ‘‘ Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put?”’ 

Mr. FOWLER demanded the yeas and nays, 
and called for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and nays | 
were not ordered. 

The main question was ordered to be put. 

The question now being upon referring the bill | 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 55, nays 121; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Averett, Bowie, Bowne, John 
H. Boyd, Brooks, Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, Cartter, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Coleock, Doty, Edgerton, Evans, Floyd, Fow- 
ler, Henry M. Fuller, Gilmore, Green, Hamilton, Ham- 
mond, Haws, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Andrew 
Johnson, John Johnson, George G. King, Preston King, 
Martin, McQueen, Meade, Murphy, Newton, Orr, Outlaw, 
Penniman, Schoonmaker, Scurry, Smith, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Sutherland, Thurston, Wallace, Walsh, Wells, Alex- 


ander White, and Woodward—55. 
NAYS-—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, 


William Appleton, Ashe, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, || 


Barrere, Beale, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bocock, Bragg, Breck- 
inridge, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Cald- 
well, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, 
Churchwell, Clark, Conger, Cullom, Curtis, George T. 
Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, 
Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, Eastman, Edmundson, Faulk 

ner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Gaylerd, Gentry, Goodenow, 
Goodrich, Grey, Hall, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Holladay, Houston, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 
Howe, Ives, Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, 
Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, McMuilin, McNair, Mil 

ler, Millson, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, More- 
head, Murray, Olds, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Peaslee, Penn, Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Price, Reed, Rich 

ardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Scudder, David L. 
Seymour, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stratton, 
Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, 
Townshend, Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, Washburn, Wat- 
kins, Welch, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Yates—121. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. Has the morning hour ex- 
pired? 
JOHN LE ROY. 
The SPEAKER. It has expired, and the busi- 


ness first in order is on a motion to suspend the 


| rules, made Mn Monday last by the gentleman 


from Texas, [Mr. Howarp,] for the purpose of 
taking up Senate bill No. 272, ‘* granting a pen- 
sion to John Le Roy.”’ 

Mr. HOWARD. | ask that the report accom- 


| panying the bill may be read. 


There being no objection, the report was read. 
The question was then put upon Mr. Howarp’s 
motion, and (two thirds voting in the affirmative) 


| it was agreed to. 


So the rules were suspended. 
The bill then received its three several readings, 
and was passed, 


Mr. HOWARD moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


MR. CORWIN AND THE GARDINER CLAIM— 
COMMITTEE OF INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. OLDS moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of introducing the following resolution: 


Whereas it is believed that spurious and fraudulent 
claims have been passed upon and allowed by the Mexican 
Claims Commission ; and whereas, among the claims said 
to have been fraudulent was the one belonging to Dr. John 
A. Gardiner, amounting to a large sum, said to be nearly 
half a million of dollars; and whereas, a grand-jury for the 
District of Columbia, upon their oaths, have presented the 
said Dr. Gardiner for the crime of perjury, committed in 
his testimony substantiating his said claim before said Mex- 
ican Claims Commission; and whereas public rumor charges 
that the Secretary of the Treasury was the agent or counsel 
of the said Dr. Gardiner in the prosecution of the said 
alleged fraudulent claim, and that the said Secretary had a 
fee interest in said claim, amounting to a large sum, said to 


| be one hundred thousand dollars; and whereas common 


rumogetill further charges that the said Secretary of the 
Treasury, for asum said not to exceed fifteen thousand dol 

lars, purchased and held the one fourth interest of said 
alleged fraudulent claim; and whereas the said claim. 
amounting to four hundred and twenty-eight thousand 
seven hundred and fifty dollars, has, upon the warrant of 
the said Secretary of the Treasury, been paid; and where- 
as Mr. Corwin, disregarding the pledge of his immediate 
representative, has failed to call for an investigation of said 
allegations: Therefore— 

Resolved, That a committee, consisting of five mem 
bers of this House, be appointed by the Speaker, to investi 
gate all the facts touching the connection of the said 
Thomas Corwin, the present Secretary of the Treasury, 
with the said Gardiner claim; what fee, if any, he was to 
receive for his services as agent or counsel for said Gard 
iner ; what interest, if any, other than his fee he purchased 
and held, either directly or indirectly, in said claim, and 
the amount paid or stipulated to be paid therefor, and con 
ditions of said purchase ; at what time he ceased to act as 
the counsel or agent of said Gardiner; to whom and for 
what consideration he disposed of his fee interest, to whom 
and for what consideration he disposed of his one fourth 
interest in said claim. 

Resolved further, That the said committee have power 
to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. POLK. | ask for the yeas and nays. I 
wish to know who will vote against an investiga- 
tion into these charges of fraud. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I ask that the first 
10 ial of the preamble to that resolution may be 
read. 

The Clerk read the sentence, as follows: 


** Whereas it is believed that spurious and fraudulent 
claims have been passed.”’ 

Mr. CABELL. I shall vote against the reso- 
lution merely because nobody seems to take the 
responsibility of it. The resolution says ‘it is 
believed,’’ without stating who believes it. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 142, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Averett, 
Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Beale, Bibighaus, 
Bissell, Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, Bragg, Breckinridge, 
Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Bushy, Joseph 
Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, 
Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, 
Colcock, Conger, Cullom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Dunham, Fdger- 
ton, Edmundson, Faulkner, Fitch, Florence,Floyd, Fowler, 
Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Good- 
rich, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Isham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, John W. Howe, 
Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jack 
son, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, Preston King, Kubns, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Lockhart, Mann, Martin, Mason, McCorkle, MeLanahan, 
MeNair, McQueen, Meade, Miller, Millson, Molony, More 
head, Murphy, Murray, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel 
W. Parker, Peasive, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, 
Polk, Powell, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rome, 
Ross, Savage, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, 
Benjamin Stanton, Fred. P. Stanton, Richard H Stanton, 
A. P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Sweetser, Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, 
Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Watkins, Welch, Alexander 
White, Wileox, Wildrick, Woodward, and Yates—142 

NAYS—Messrs. William Appleton, Bennett, Brooks, 
George H. Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Chand 
ler, Chapman, Dunean, Evans, Goodenow, Hascall, Haven, 
George G. King, Landry, Henry D. Moore, Join Moore, 
Outlaw, Reed, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Stanly, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Taylor, Tuck, Walbridge, and Welis—28 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. OLDS. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand 
the Louisville Journal. In its columns I find the 
following editorial article: 


**Mr. Ops, of Ohio, an apostate from the Whig party, 
made a scurrilous speech the other day in the House of 
tepresentatives, in which he assailed Mr. Corwin in con 


| nection with the ‘Gardiner claim.’ We see, by the fol- 


Jowing paragraph from the Congressional proceedings, that 
Mr. Campse tt, of Ohio, replied to Mr. O_ns: 

*©¢Mr. Camprett, of Ohio, defended Secretary Corwin 
from the attacks of Mr. O_ps, and denounced the allega 
tion of dishonesty by Corwin in connection with the 
Gardiner claim as a willtul and deliberate lie. He would 
not have risen on this occasion to make a speech, had he 
not understood the Democratic party in this city have 


‘ 
. 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ printed one hundred thousand copies of Oups's speech, 


| to seatter broadcast over the land. He wished to coun- 


‘ teract its influence. He exposed Galphinisms under the 
* Democratic Administrations, spoke of Democratic incon 
* sistencies, and defended General Scott.’ 

**Mr. Corwin’s whole connection with the ‘ Gardiner 
claim’ has been repeatedly explained, and it is perfectly 
understood by all who are willing to understand it. Any 
man who charges Mr. Corwin with fraud, dishonesty, or 
impropriety in that transaction, is unquestionably a sian 
derer and a villain.”’ 

This article, sir, founded upon the speech of 
my colleague, [Mr. Campsexr,| as published in 
the Congressional Globe, compels me, even at this 
late day of the session, to trespass upon the time 
of the House for a few moments, in my own vin- 
dication; and by the passage of this resolution to 
give Mr. Corwin, if he really be an injured man, 
an opportunity to vindicate himself from the 
charges which public rumor has fastened upon 
him. 

Upon the article of the Louisville Journal, I 
have no comment to make; but I must be permit- 
ted to notice briefly the speech of my colleague, 
upon which this and other scurrilous attacks are 
founded. 

My colleague seems to have been in a rhapsody, 
because, when an attack was made upon Mr. 
Stuart, the Secretary of the Interior, the whole 
Virginia delegation were ready to defend him. 
The inference is, that when an attack is made 
upon Mr. Corwin, the whole Ohio delegation 
should be ready to come to his rescue; and that, 
least of all, should the attack come from one of the 
Representatives of Ohio. My colleague says: 

‘The magnanimous spectacle presented in the early part 
of the session, by the Representatives from the State of Vir- 
ginia, challenged my admiration. It wili be remembered that 
a charge was preferred against the Secretary of the Interior-— 
net one thatin any way involved his integrity as a public 
functionary, or the purity of his character as a citizen—but 
simply the propriety of the mannerin which his estimates for 
his Department had been presented to this House. Atthe 
first dawning of an assault, every Virginian in thie Hall, dis- 
carding mere party feeling, sprang to the floor, ready and 
eager to defend a son of the ‘Old Dominion,’ though a 
political opponent. Their conduct on that occasion was 
generous and just—a creditable display of Virginia State 
pride, gallantry, and magnanimity. In bearing testimony 
of this honorable course on the part of Representatives from 
a sister State, it is with feelings of the deepest humiliation 
and regret, that I am forced by a sense of duty to contrast 
) with it the continued efforts of a Representative from that 
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State which gave me birth, and which in part J represent, 
to blacken the fair fame of one of Ohio’s purestand noblest 
sons, for the paltry purpose of mere party gain. For the 
credit of my State—for the honor of her citizens of all par- 
ties—! had hoped, that if, in the heat of party conflict, it 
became necessary to bave any person to do the work of 
dishonorable wartare, there would be no one amongst my 
colleagues, on either side of the Hall, willing to accept the 
pi ice 
mortification. '? 


What was this charge against Mr. Stuart, 
which brought all the Representatives of the ** Old 
Dominion” to his rescue? Why, sir, that he had 
been disrespectful to the Congress of the United 
States, by sending his reports direct to the House 
of Representatives, instead of sending them through 
the President of the United States. Now, sir, I 
do not really think, that if Mr. Corwin’s charge 
had consisted in a small discourtesy, like Mr. 
Stuart's, that | should have assailed him. And 
upon the other hand, neither do I think that I 
should be entitled to be called a faithful Repre- 
sentative of the State of Ohio, if, because Mr. 
Corwin isa citizen of that State, I should sit silent, 
and not endeavor to expose him when I had reason 
to believe that he had been peculating upon the 
‘Treasury of my country. I think J know the 
Virginta Representatives too well to believe that 
they would consider themselves complimented by 
a declaration that should imply that they would 
connive at and defend a fraud because committed 


i acknowledge my disappointment with deep, deep | 


by a citizen of the ** Old Dominion.’’ This course | 


may suit my colieague’s notions of the duties and 
responsibilities of a Representative, but it does not 
guilt me. 

My colleague remarks, that ‘‘ for the credit of 
my State—for the honor of her citizens of all par- 
* ties—I had hoped, that if in the heat of party con- 
* flict it became necessary to have any person to do the 


‘work of DISHONORABLE WARFARE, there would be | 


‘no one among my colleagues, on either side of the 


* Hall, willing to accept the place.’’ 


Dishonorable warfare! I hurl the epithet back 


to my colleague. Dishonorable to do what? Has | 


it come to this, sir, that itis dishonorable in an 
American Representative to expose the fraud and 
Galphinism of a high public functionary? And 
for the reason, too, that he happens to be a citizen 
of your own State? If such are my colleague’s 
notions of honor, he must have drawn his teach- 
ing from the last days of the Roman Empire, and 
not from the early fathers of our Republic. A bless- 
ing, sir, that the captors of Benedict Arnold were 
not citizens of his own State, and disciples of my 
colleague’s school of Honor, or we should have 
been most effectually sold to the British. 

Sir, let me test my colleague’s notions of hon- 


oreble warfare, notby his declamation, but by his | 


practice. In speaking of the Independent Treas- 
ury, my colleague remarks: 


‘6 


The terrors of all the penalties did not prevent your 
Wetmore’s, your CoLutnses, and your other sub-treasurers 
from proving defauiters to the amount af nearly a million 
of dollars.”’ 


Mr. Speaker, this Patrick Collins in his life- | 


time was a citizen of Ohio. 
neighbor of my colleague as is Mr. Corwin. My 
colleague should have known, if he did not, that 
Mr. Collins was no defaulter; that upon a settle- 
ment of his accounts with the Treasury of the 
United States, he was found to have ee 
paid the Government every farthing that he owed. 
True, sir, at the time he was charged by such 
honorable Whigs as my colleague with being a de- 
faulter; but upon a settlement of his accounts since 
his death, he was found to have been no defaulter. 
The Treasury Department have honorably wiped 
from his memory the disgrace that was sought to 
be heaped upon him in his lifetime. But my col- 


He was as near a) 


league, this would-be teacher of ‘* honorable war- | 
fare,”’ “* wyena-Like,”’ digs open his grave, and 


brings up his dead body, that over it he may 
blacken his memory in an “ honorable warfare !”’ 
i shall have occasion before I conclude my re- 
marks to edify this House with a few more illus- 
trations of my colleague’s notions of ‘ honorable 
warfure,’’ and Representative dignity. But I must 
first discharge my duty to the honorable Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Speaking of the Gardiner claim, my colleague 
charges that Iam ‘ seeking to manufacture votes 
out of it, to secure my reélection to Congress.”’ 

if my colleague means by this, that by a faith- 
ful and fearless discharge of my Congressional 
duties, lam anxious to secure the approbation of 
my constituents, I plead guilty to the charge. 
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upon the other hand, he means to charge that I 
seek to gain votes by assaults upon Mr. Corwin, 
he pays a poor compliment to Mr. Corwin’s pop- 
ularity in Ohio. Sir, I will read his own lan- 
guage, and then you may judge whether or not | 
my assaults upon Mr. Corwin can be so popular 
in Ohio as to secure me additionol votes. He 
says: 

**Mr. Chairman, assaults have been made—not once, but 
often—not in this Hall alone, but elsewhere—by my col- 
league, (Mr. OLps,] upon the character of Thomas Corwin, | 
the present Secretary of the Treasury—a man who has been 
recognized throughout Ohio, by all parties, through all the | 
embittered political controversies in which he has been a 
prominent actor, as distinguished for his high moral virtues, 
and for an integrity not only unquestioned, but unquestion- 
able.’ 

My colleague continues : 

‘* And here let me say that if the calumny was to circulate 
only where my colleague is personally known, or where 
Mr. Corwin is personally known, I should not consume a 
moment of the time of this House. In such case it would 
fall perfectly harmless.”’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if my colleague correctly 
represents the standing of Mr. Corwin and myself 
in Ohio, how in the name of Heaven can he sup- 
pose, that [ expect to manufacture votes by as- 
saulting him? If his suppositions are true, one 
would suppose it would be a very unpopular act 
with the voters of Ohio, to take this political bull 
by the horns; especially when I had reason to 
suppose that the whole kennel, ‘*Tray, Blanche, 
Sweetheart, and Prentiss,’’ would all be turned 
loose upon me. These boasts of my colleague, 
depend upon it, are only the imitations of smaller 
boys ‘*who always whistle loud, while passing 
through a grave-yard.”’ 

Does not my colleague know that once upon a 
time, and that time not far distant either, being 
during the prosecution of the Mexican war, and 
upon that gush of indignation that burst forth 
spontaneously from the good people of Ohio of 
all political parties, upon the reception of the 
** bloody hand and hospitable grave’’ speech of 
Mr. Corwin, that a petition, numerously signed, 
both by Whigs and Democrats, was presented to 
the Legislature of Ohio, asking his recall from the 
Senate of the United States, and his incarceration 
within the walls of the penitentiary? Ay, sir, 
perhaps it may be even popular in Ohio to expose | 
fraud and corruption, even in the person of Thomas 


| Corwin. 


Mr. Speaker, my colleague charges upon me, 
not only that I have been actuated with improper 
motives, but that I have sought to take advantage 
of Mr. Corwin’s ill health and absence from 


| Washington to assail him. 


‘* Two or three months ago,”’ says my colleague, 


speaking of the fact that I had connected Corwin 
with the Gardiner claim, ‘‘ he alluded to it in a 
‘speech, when [| demanded to know whether he 
‘meant to insinuate that the connection of Mr. 
‘Corwin with that claim was in any way dishon- 
‘est or disreputable. His reply was, that he did 
‘not so insinuate—leaving upon my mind a satis- 
‘ factory impression; but upon the minds of other 
‘members, as I since learn, the idea that, instead | 
‘of insinuating, he made the direct charge.’’ 

Again my colleague remarks: | 

“Time passed on, and I was loth to drag the matter again | 
before the House. A few weeks since ill health drove the 
Secretary to a visit to his home in Ohio. He had been ab- 
sent but a few hours frem the city before my colleague, 
pursuing him as it were with the spirit of the hyena, pre 
sented a resolution asking a committee of investigation, pre- 
faced with a string of preambles setting forth what rumor 
(which, [ presume, he had himself created in part) said 
upon the subject.”’ 

Now, sir, let us see how the facts comport with 
my colleague’s historical account of this transac- 
tion. On the 5th of March last, while addressing 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, I used the following language: 

** Sir, let me divert the attention of this committee for a 
single moment to charges that common rumor fasien upon 
the present Secretary of the Treasury, and which the coun- 
try demand to have investigated by this Congress. I refer, 
sir, to his connection with the Gardiner claim. Public ru- 
mor charges, sir, that Mr. Corwin received $79,000 as the 
agent of this Gardiner claim. Now, sir, the inquiry natur- | 
ally arises, Why did Mr. Gardiner stipulate to pay Mr. Cor- 
win this enormous fee? Was Mr. Gardiner so dumb that | 
he could not act as the agent of his own claim? Not s0, sir; 
he is a man belonging to one of the liberal professions, and 


| cannot be supposed to be devoid of common sense; and, 


if, | 


sir, if his claim was a just one, he could himself present it 
before the proper tribunal andask a decision upon its mer- 
its. But it his claim was bad, he would naturally desire to 
bring the stronger influence to its support. He could not 
have selected Mr. Corwin because of his great eloquence ; 


for, sir, @ plain, simple statement of facts was all that was 1] 
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allowed before the tribunal. He could not have selected 
him on account of his legal acumen in taking and arranging 
testimony, for, sit, this case was prepared and the testi- 
mony taken in Mexico; and every one knows that Mr. Cor- 
win, though a great favorite in Mexico in consequence of 
his ‘bloody hand and hospitable grave’ sentiments, was 
never in Mexico. Nay, more, sir; a grand inquest of the 
country, upon their oaths, have said that this whole case is 
a forgery. Why, then, sir, was Mr. Corwin selected? The 
auswer is obvious: Mr. Corwin is a great man with his 
party. He has been made so, sir, by the Whigs of Ohio. 
They made him their Representative first in this House; 
then, sir, they made him their standard bearer of the party 
in Ohio, by selecting him as their candidate for Governor ; 
then, sir, they sent him to the Senate of the United States. 
But this is not all; he was at one time the favorite of his 
party in Ohio, as a candidate for the Presidency. His name, 
in connection with that office, was at the mast-head of his 
party press. Sir, Mr. Gardiner, as a shrewd man, Knew all 
this. He knew that this man must be possessed of great 
influence with a Whig Administration; and for the exer- 
cise of this influence, for the power of this position, Mr. 
Gardiner could afford to give Mr. Corwin $100,000, if there- 
by he could get allowed his claim of $480,000. But, sir, in 
what light does it present Mr. Corwin before the country ? 
The people had sent him here to guard their interests ; they 
were paying him eight dollars per day to watch the National 
Treasury; they supposed, sir, that with the vigilant and 
ever-watchful eye of Mr. Corwin upon the Treasury, all 
would be safe. But, sir, rumor says that they were inis- 
taken in their man; for whilst receiving pay from the peo- 
ple to watch and guard their Treasury, this Mr. Gardiner, 
knowing his man, feed him upon the other side—he outbid 
the people. Gardiner’s $100,000 was as omnipotent over 
your National Treasury as was the ‘Open sessame’ of Ali 
Baba over the cavern of the * Forty Thieves.’ 

‘© Mr. CAMPBELL, Of Ohio, (interrupting.) If the gentle- 
man will allow me to correct him, I understand that my 
honorable colleague has charged upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury dishonorable and dishonest connection with the 
Gardiner claim. Do { so understand him ? 

«Mr. Otps. Ihave made my statement clearly and ex- 
plicidy. If my colleague does not understand it, [ will 
repeat it again, if he desires. 

“Mr. Camppett. I undertake to say that if he does 
charge upon the Secretary of the Treasury any dishonorable 
or dishonest connection with that claim, it is wholly gra- 
tuitous and unfounded. Now, I happened to have been 
placed—— 

“Mr. Ops. [ask my colleague to be brief, as I want all 
my tine. 

“ Mr. Camppecy. I will; and I will not stand here and 
hear imputations and insinuations of dishonesty against an 
honorable man. I happened to be placed, at the death of 
General Taylor, in such a sitaation as to have enabled me 
to understand fully and completely all the connections of 
that distinguished man with the claim then before the Mexi- 
ean Board; and I say this, that so long as Mr. Corwin had 
any interest, direct or remote, in any claim which could in 
any possible contingency have to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury, he refused positively and peremptorily to take a seat in 
the Cabinet. 

“Mr. Otps. I hope my colleague will not understand 
me as making any insinuations again-t Mr. Corwin. [Laugh- 
ter.]° [ hope [ am not so understood by the House. [ 
charged upon Mr. Corwin that he was elected by the Le- 
gisiature of Ohio, and given eight dollars a day to watch 
over the National Treasury ; and [ charge that while receiv- 
ing that pay from the people of the United States, he re- 
ceived $79,000 from the holder of a claim, said to be forged 
and fraudulent, to open that Treasury and take the money 
from it. 1 hope this is no insinuation. [{Langhter.] I am 
sorry that my colleague should so understand it. 

«My colleague says, that before Mr. Corwin took a seat 
in the Cabinet, he sold out his interest in thisclaim. Does 
that change the fraud perpetrated upon the Treasury ? Would 
mny colleague insinuate that Mr. Corwin would protect the 
Treasury by swindling the man to whom he sold his interest 
in this fraudulent claim? Nay, siryis it not far more likely 
that Mr. Corwin had given positive assurances that this 
claim should be paid? Will any man, in the right exercise 
of his reason, suppose for a single moment that so shrewd 
a speculator as George Law would have given $79,000 for a 
contingent fee of $100,000 without a positive assurance 
from Mr. Corwin that the claim should be allowed? Such 
an excuse as that offered by my colleague, only tends to 
sink Mr. Corwin deeper in infamy and corruption than the 
Original charge. 

“Mr. CampBett, (interrupting.) I wish to say one word. 

“Mr. O_ps. I cannot yield. 

“Mr. Campsectt. IL wish to say that Mr. Corwin will 
challenge investigation.” 


This, sir, is the history of what occurred at that 
time, as taken from the Congressional Globe. My 
colleague says, ‘it left a satisfactory impression 
upon my (his) mind.’’ Yet his last words were, 
**T wish to say Mr. Corwin will challenge inves- 
tigation.” My colleague, sir, is Mr. Corwin’s 
immediate representative. I understood, sir, and 
I think the House understood, my colleague as 
speaking by authority, when he pledged Mr. 
Corwin to * challenge investigation.”’ It was with 
reference to this pledge, that in the preamble of 
the resolution calling for investigation, I said, 
‘* Whereas, Mr. Corwin, disregarding the pledge 
of his immediate representative, has failed to call 
for investigation,’ &c. 

Now, sir, is there any lack of courtesy in this? 
Is there anything disrespectful towards my col- 
league in it? Yet my colleague says: 

‘That preamble betrays a desire on the part of my col- 


league to involve me in a controversy with him ; for he sets 
out that I, the ‘immediate representative’ of Mr. Corwin, 
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have failed to call for investigation. If it is controversy 
with me that my colleague has been seeking, I can say to 
him that he can have it to his heart’s content. ’’ 

**Oh! ye gods and little fishes !’’ 

Am I to understand that this is an open declar- 
ation of war? Oris it, rather, an illustration of the | 
old saw— 

** That little dogs that dare not bite, 
Sometimes bark to vent their spite?”’ 

But to pass on with the Gardiner investigation. 
I waited more than two months for Mr. Corwin 
and his immediate representative to ‘‘ challenge,”’ 
or, rather, to call for an investigation. But I 
waited in vain. 1 then asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce a resolution calling 
upon the President of the United States for inform- 
ation, to know why the Gardiner suit was not 
prosecuted, and for such information as might be 
in his possession touching Corwin’s connection 
with the claim. Objection « was made by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] one of 
the leading Whigs of this Congress. I acquiesced, 
supposing that Mr. C Sorwin, or his friends, were 
not yet prepared for the investigation. Time 
pe assed on. Months again elapsed. Rumors be- 
came more and more rife relative to the Gardi- 
ner fraud. When I asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the preamble and res- 
olution now under consideration, objection was | 
made by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss.| I asked leave to introduce the resolu- | 
tion at a few minutes past twelve o’clock, noon. 
My colleague immediately disappeared from his 
seat. I supposed that he had gone to consult 
Mr. Corwin. At four o’clock that afternoon Mr. 
Corwin left Washington city in the cars for Ohio. 

So far, Mr. Speaker, from my seeking the ab- 
sence of Mr. Corwin for an occasion to introduce 
the resolutions, precisely the contrary is the fact. 
You can bear me witness, Mr. Speaker, that I 
urged you to vive me an opportunity to introduce 
the resolutions, as I had been told that in a few || 
days Mr. Corwin would leave the city, and that I |) 
desired him, before leaving, to have notice that an | 
investigation would certainly be demanded. I 
think, instead of being charged with taking ad- 
vantage of his absence, ‘that with more plausibility 
I may charge, that when my colleague informed || 
him of what was going on in the House, he em- 
braced the first train of cars to flee from the city. 

But my colleague complains because my resolu- 
tions were ‘‘ prefaced with a string of preambles 
setting forth what rumor,’’—which, says my col- 
league, I had myself created in part,—**‘ said upon 
the “subject.” 

It is true, sir, that in Ohio last fall, I was in- 
vited, and did actually address Democratic meet- 
ings in nearly half the counties in the State. It is 
also true, that in each and all these meetings, at 
the one in the county in which my colleague 
resides, as well as the one in the very town in 
which for many years Mr. Corwin has resided, I 
charged upon Mr. Corwin, in language as strong | 
as that used in my resolutions and preamble, his 
connection with the Gardiner fraud. And what, | 
sir, was the result? Why, sir, in Ohio, where | 
Mr. Corwin and myself are personally known to 
almost every citizen, where, according to the 
showing of my colleague, this assault ** should fall 
perfectly harmless,’’ the Whig party, in defending 
Mr. Corwin, were beaten more than twenty- five 
thousand votes. Another election is approaching 
in Ohio; my colleague is himself a candidate for 
reélection. No wonder, sir, that he speaks feel- 
ingly, and feels sensibly upon this subject. 

But, sir, my colleague, in his attempted defense 
of Mr. Corwin, admits enough to warrant this 
House in prosecuting an investigation. After 
alluding to the Galphin controversy in this Hall, 
and the death of General Ta lor, and the offer of | 
a seat in Mr. Fillmore’s Cabinet to Mr. Corwin, 
my colleague says: 


*“Mr. Corwin, having then fresh upon his mind the 
scenes of this louse a few days previous upon the Galphin 
matter, declared to his friends that his contingent fees on 
Mexican claims were an insuperable barrier to his accept- 
ance; that under no circumstances would he subject him- 
self to any such suspicions as had given rise to that contro- 
versy. He was importuned and pressed, by day and by 
night, by distinguished statesmen from all quarters of the | 
Union, to accept the post. His resolution was fixed, and 
in reply to the argument, that as these claims were settled, 
and determined by a tribunal independent of the Cabinet in 
all its action, his delicacy was too fastidious, he sternly 
said, that he would never act as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury out of whieh any claim, in which he had either a direct 
or remote interest, should be paid. On this point he was 





| stance. 


| ginning to end. 
claimed by Gardiner ever even existed. 

signature affixed to his evidence, with the excep- | 
'| tion of the signature of the consul at Vera Cruz, | 
is said to bea forgery. Under these circumstances, 
| the district attorney caused Mr. Gardiner to 
| be again arrested and thrown into prison. No | 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


neni, His friends then sien that he should first 
dispose of all his interests in those claims. To this he con- 
sented. A house in New York proposed to buy his interest. 
The terms were arranged ; the money was paid.” 

In this my colleague, the confidential friend of 
Mr. Corwin, fully admits two of the charges 
which I made against Mr. Corwin: 

Ist. That Mr. Corwin, whilst acting as Senator 
from the State of Ohio, and receiving eight dollars 
per day for watching ov er, and guarding the Na- 
tional Treasury, took a large contingent fee for the 
prosecution of a claim against the United States— 
the amount of his fee depending upon the amount 
of money he could get out of the United States 
Treasury. 

2d. That when he was appointed the head of 
the Treasury on and received the cus- 
tody of the National Treasury, and when this 
claim, if paid, must be paid upon his warrant, he 
sold his contingent claim to a gentleman in New 
York, for a large sum of money. 

Now, sir, a few words with regard to the fraud- 
ulent character of this claim. In speaking of 
Mr. Corwin’s connection with it, my colleague 
says: 

‘<The proofs were furnished by Gardiner and his agents, 
and I have the authority of the members of the Board of 
Commissioners, composed, as it was, of distinguished men 
and able jurists, for saying that there was no clearer case 
presented to that Board than this of Gardiner. The papers 
were most perfect, beth in matter of form and substance, 
and contained internal evidence, by a combination of cor 
roborative circuimstances, to force the conclusion that the 
claim was just. It was allowed.”’ 

In this short statement, my colleague makes 
himself a witness for the Gardiner claim. Let us 
see, then, how this statement agrees with my col- 
league’s previous statements. He says: 

** General Thompson, of South Carolina, was employed 
as his counsel. General Thompson being the warm per- 
sonal friend of Mr. Corwin, and acquainted with his high 
legal attainments, and desirous to avail himself of his as- 
sistance, employed him to aid in the argumentto the Board 
of Commissioners. The fee agreed on to be paid Mr. Cor- 
win by General Thompson was five per cent. upon the 
amount allowed. Gardiner had nothing to do with Mr. 
Corwin in this contract. Mr. Corwin spent, to my knowl- 
edge, the greater part of one vacation between two ses 


| sions of the Senate in the preparation of arguments in this 
| cause.”? 


In this sentence my colleague tells us that Gen- 
eral Thompson himself, a distinguished advocate 


_and jurist, acquainted with his (Corwin’s) high 
legal attainments, employed him to aid in the ar- | 
| gument to the Board of Commissioners, and that 


to his personal knowledge Mr. Corwin spent the 
greater part of one vacation, between two sessions 
of the Senate, being the greater part of nine 
months, in the preparation of arguments in this 
cause. First, my colleague had the authority 
of the commissioners for saying ** that there was 
no clearer case presented to that board than this of Gard- 


iner;’’ that ‘* the papers were most perfect, both in 


| matter of form and substance, and contained internal 


evidence, by a combination of corroborative circum- 
stances, to force the conclusion that the claim was 
just.”’ Yet General Thompson, himself an emi- 
nent lawyer, knowing Mr. Corwin’s high legal 
attainments, found it necessary to give him 


$100,000 for his services in the prosecution of the | 
| claim, and that Mr. Corwin actually spent the 


greater part of nine months in the preparation of 
the case. 

W hat, sir, is to be the interpretation of these 
contradictory statements? I fear me, sir, that my 
colleague himself will convict Mr. Corwin of being 
a party to thefraud. I fear me, sir, that this case 
is likely to be far more serious upon Mr. Corwin 
than even his worst enemies had apprehended. 
This case, when presented to the commissioners, 
was ‘* most perfect.”” ** No case presented was 
more perfect,’’ both in matter of form and sub- 
** Mr. Corwin spent the best part of nine 
months in the preparation of the case; and yet the 
facts are, that the whole case is a fraud, from be- 
No such silver mine as that 


wonder, sir, that when Mr. Corwin heard that a 
committee of investigation was about to be raised 
in this House, he fled in dismay from the city. 
No wonder, sir, that my colleague was willing to 
withdraw his pledge that Mr. Corwin should 
** challenge investigation.”’ 


fraud, is loaded with irons, 


Every | 
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Mr. Speaker, « for the credit gus Staie,”’ to use 
the language of my colleague, ‘‘ for the honor of 
her citizens, of all parties,’’ | hope the statement 
of my colleague is untrue. Yet my colleague 
seems to rely implicitly upon it, for he says: 

** Now, Mr. Chairman, for the truth, substantially, of this 
statement, I pledge my veracity as a man, and my honor as 
a Representative in the American Congress. ”’ 

Mr. Speaker, in the remarks which I had the 
honor to submit to this House on the 20th of the 
last month, speaking of the Galphinism of this 

Administration, I then said that— 


‘ Through the investigation of Congress, their Galphin- 
ie has been exposed; and Crawford, loaded with the exe 
crations of the American people, has received his passport 
to perpetualinfamy. But C on win still remains uniwhipped 
of justice. True, sir, his catspaw and accomplice in the 
ind is branded hy pubtic senti- 
ment as a perjurer and forger; but the master-moving spirit, 
the head and brains, in the fraud, through the nestigence 
of this House, is still permitted to control the Tyeasury of 
the United States. Though this House may not visit upon 
him retributive justice, yet the American people, reme mher- 
ing, in connection with this fraud, ‘ his bloody hand and hos 
pitable grave’ sentiments, and the aid and comfort he gave 
our enemies in time of war, will sink him so deep in infamy, 
* that the hand of resurrection will never reach him.’ ”’ 

After making this quotation from my speech, 
my colleague remarks: 


‘Here, Mr. Chairman, are two clear, positive, and dis 
tinct charges. First, that Mr. Corwin has been guilty of 
the high crime of subornation of perjury. Secondly, that 
he is particeps criminis to a most villuinous fraud upon the 
public Treasury, over which he was appointed the people’s 
sentinel. If my colleague were present, | would extend to 
him now the opportunity of withdrawing, unconditionally, 
the base calumny; or | should, on behalf of my constit 
uents, demand a statement of his proofs. But, pre-uming 
that he ventures to base his charge upon public rumor, and 
avails himself of the aid of her foul and irresponsibie 
tongue, to slander iny friend and constituent, that his party 
may gain something. I have but to say that public rumor is 
notoriously a ‘common liar,’ and that the charge of these 
crimes upon Mr. Corwin is a willful, a malicious, and 4 de- 
liberate lie.”’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am very much obliged to 
my colleague, both for his honorable courtesy, and 
unparalleled generosity as manifested in this ex- 
tract. He generously affords me the opportuni- 
ty of withdrawing, unconditionally, the base cal- 
umny which his own statement fastens upon Mr. 
Corwin, or otherwise ** he demands the proofs.’ 
Now, sir, I affirm: Ist. That Mr. Corwin, while 
acting as Senator, and receiving eight dollars per day 
for watching and guarding the National Treasury, 
took a contingent fee, said to amount to $100,000, sor 
the prosecution of a claim against that Treasury. I 
affirm, 2d. That when about to become the head of 
the Treasury Department, he sold his contingent fee 
to a citizen of New York for a large amount, said to 
be $79,000, and that said claim, amounting to nearly 
half a million of dollars, was paid upon the warrent 
or draft of Mr. Corwin. For the proof of these 
allegations, I refer not only to public rumor, but 
to the statement of my colleague, which, he SAYS, 
upon the honor of a man, and an American Rep- 
resentative, are true. 

I affirm, i in the third place, that public rumor 
charges that Thomas Corwin and Robert Corwin, 
his nephew, through Mr. Corcoran, purchased the one 
fourth interest of this claim for the sum of $15,000, 
and that with this $15,000, Dr. Gardiner twice visited 
Mexico in the preparation of his papers and evidence 
to be presented to the Board of Commissioners. I 
charge, in the fourth place, upon public rumor, 
that Dr. Gardiner’s claim was founded upon his right 
to a silver mine in Mexico, from which, he alleges, he 
was expelled by the Mexicans. 1 charge, in the fifth 
place, upon public rumor, that no such silver mine, 
as the one claimed by Dr. Gardiner, ever existed 

And | charge, in the last place, upon the finding 

of the Grand Inquest of this District, and upon 
the criminal prosecution now existing against 
Dr. Gardiner, that the evidence upon which the Mex- 
ican Claims Commissioners awarded nearly a half a 
million of dollars to Gardiner, Corwin & Co., was a 
forgery from beginning to end. And I have the au- 
thority of my colleague, Mr. Corwin’s bosom 
friend and immediate representative, for saying 
that Mr. Corwin, in consequence of his high legal 
attainment, was employed, and actually spent the 
greater portion of nine months in the prepare ation 
of this case for presentation to the Board of Com- 
missioners; and [ willsave my colleague the painful 
duty of demanding the proof, by asking the House 
for a committee of investigation, and an opportu- 
nity of furnishing the proof. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a notoriwus fact, that 
both my colleague and Mr. Corwin are ardent sup- 
porters of General Scott. That it is charged upon 
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Mr. Corwin, that his mission to Ohio was, in part, 
to negotiate and purchase the support of the why 
ing Free-Soil paper of that State for General Scott. 
That Mr. Corwin is himself a ** Gaupuin;’’ and 
that the gentieman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] 
one of the editors of a leading Whig paper in the 
sity of New York, charges that the slection of 
General Scott will be a restoration of the “ tail of 
the Galphin.”’ 

Now, sir, it is said that some of the evidence 
upon which these Mexican claims have been al- 
lowed, has most mysteriously disappeared from 
the files of the Department. Under these circum- 
stances I can wait no longer for Mr. Corwin, or 
his friend and representative, to call for an inves- 
tivation 

{ demand, sir, of this House,in the name of the 
\merican people; | demand for the ‘credit of my 
State,’’ and **for the honor of her citizens of all po- 
litical parties,”’ that these charges be investigated. 
Public policy and the interests of the people, de- 
mand that this investigation shall be had before 
any more of the evidences shall disappear from 
the files of the Department. 

I may perhaps be told, that there is no occa- 
sion for haste, inasmuch as the President of the 
United States, knowing the importance of this 

timony, has himself taken custody of this evi- 
dence, and placed it under lock and ‘ke *y, that no 
more may disappear from the files of the Depart- 
ment. But, sir, the sooner this whole transac- 
tion receives a thorough investigation, the better 
for the country. 

Mr. Speaker, there are afew precious sentences 
in my colleague’s remarks, which characterize his 
notions of what constitutes an ** honorable warfare.’ 
For illustration, my colleague, in speaking of my 
humble self, says: 

“My colleague who, when a candidate two years ago, 
ran hone to electioneer the best part of a month before the 
adjournment, thereby dodging or evading a vote upon that 
test question of the day—the fugitive slave law; who ‘Gal- 
phinized’ upon the public Treasury (in a small way) to 
the amount of about #150 for per diem up to the close of the 
eeseion.’? 

If this, sir, is ‘* honorable warfare,’’ I might show 
from the record that my colleague, during this very 
session, has been absent a month from this House 
rtte nditr to his professional business in Ohio, and 
drawing his per diem compensation. I might 
show from the record, that, while we live only 
eighty miles apart, and that in returning from the 
last Congress | had to pass within a few miles of 
his residence; and that, while for the two sessions 
of the last Congress | Galphinized in the way of 
mileage the sum of €860, my colleague Galphinized 
ia i0. But this does not comport with my 
notions of honorable war vee and I will, there- 
fore, spare my colle ague 

Again, Mr. Speaker, my collearue’s notions of 
‘honorable warfare”’ would seal my lips, and not 
suffer me to charge upon General Scott his own 
declaration made in 1841, and still unrevoked, 
that he was in favor of a Bank of the United 
States, and that had he been in the extra session 
of Congress in 1841 he would have voted for such 
an institution, because, says my colleague, speak- 
ine of myself— 


‘Tle admits that he isa renegade Whig, and was about 
those days in favor of a United States Bank. He has had 


some experience in the shin plaster business, having once 
4 


been a subseriber to stock to the amount of $250,000 in a 
manufactory of that kind in Ohio.” 

Why is it, Mr. Speaker, that, in the language 
of my colleague, I am to be pursued ‘* nreNna- 
ume’? for once having been a Whig? I have a 
thousand times confessed the fault, and done 
** works meet for repentance.’’? As to the charge 

f having once been a bank man, I can exclaim, 
as did General Harrison in his Dayton speech in 
1840, * Tamno bank man now; I once was, and 
then they cheated me out of every dollar I put in 
them.’’ But, sir, if I was once a Whig, General 
Scott claims to have once been a Democrat. He 
avowed himself to his Rochester friends, in 1839, 
as a Jackson Democrat. General Scott and my- 
self both changed sides, then, it seems, in 1840. 
I do not think anything the worse of General 
Scott for having been once a Democrat; and I 
trust [| may some day be forgiven for having been 
so foolish as to have been born a Whice. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, my colleague, in his ** hon- 
orable warfere,’’ charges that I dodged the vote 
upon the fugitive slave law, and upon the Hillyer | 
reaolution. I have never hesitated to avow, that || 


had I eeen 4 in the city when the fugitive slave law 
was passed, I should have voted against it. As 
an independent measure, | was opposed to it. I 
do not now like it. But, as a part of the com- 
promise, I am willing to acquiesce in it, until it 
shall have received the test of time and experi- 
ence. My colleague will find that upon the Hill- 
yer resolution, | voted to lay it upon the table, a 
vote which my colleague well knows was a test 
vote upon the resolution. 

My colleague, Mr. Speaker, is a Scott man; he 
was one of the wire-workers in the Senate Cham- 
ber caucus, and in General Scott’s nomination. 
He boasts of his eee and would not vote 
for General Taylor, | vrecause he was not pledged 
upon the question of slavery. I have in my hand 
a letter written by my colleague i in 1850, to this 
effect: 

HaMittTon, Octoher 14, 1850. 

Dear Str: I have just received yours of the llth. I 
have an important suit to attend to in the United States 
court at Columbus, and I have been written to that IT must 
be there to try it the latter part of next week. It would give 
mine the greatest pleasure to attend the meeting at Wilming- 
ton, but f cannot for thisreason. As to the fugitive law, I 
condemn and denounce it on all occasions. I am against 
its iniquitous and unjust provisions, and all men who sus 
tain it! Itis the greatest outrage ever perpetrated upon 
liberty. I would trample it under foot. I have no right to 
dictate to others, but, for myself, | say I will utterly dis 
regard its obligations, and will never cease my opposition 
until itis wiped from our statute-books. This is the position 
I took in the few speeches I made before the election, and 
in maintaining it hereafter, I shall not stop to inquire what 
effect my course will have upon my success as a politician. 
Political suecess has no charms for me, when purchased at 
the sacrifice of justice and right. 

Very truly a | 

A. Broox. L. D. CAMPBELL. 

Horace Greeley says that he tits the Whig 
jlatform, and would spit upon it. He, too, is a 
eading Scott man. Senator Wade says, “ that 
Gen. Scott told him that he would let his right arm 
fall from its socket before he would be instrumental 
in protec ting slavery.’ Iam aw: are, sir, that Sen- 
ator Wade now says that he never wrote such a 
letter; yet, sir, the letter was read toa Whig Free- 
Soil meeting in Ohio, by an honorable ex-member 
of this House. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Does the gentleman 
insist Mr. Wade wrote the letter? 

Mr. OLDS. [I insist that Tilden read the letter 
at a meeting of Free-Soilers and Whigs in Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON. That rests upon the word of 
a newspaper correspondent. 

Mr. OLDS. Yes, sir, upon a Whig corre- 
spondent of a Whig newspaper. I admit the wit- 
nesses to be suspicious, yet itis Whig authority. 

Mr. POLK. Does the gentleman say that Mr. 
W ade did not write such a letter ? 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Tilden said that he did 
not read any letter whatever, and the charge does 
not rest upon the authority of a Whig correspond- 
ent of a Whig newspaper, but upon the authority 
of an anonymous letter published in the Cleve- 
land Plaindealer, a Democratic paper that has 
Pierce and King flying at its masthead. 

Mr. OLDS. Yet Whig correspondents and 
Whig newspapers say, that he not only received 
such a letter from Senator Wade, but that he ac- 
tually read it to a Free-Soil Whie meeting. 

The truth is, sir, that both Wade and Tilden 
found it to be a ‘* hasty plate of soup,’’ and that 
they had better upset the bowl. Consequently, 
Wade telegraphed Tilden to destroy the letter. 
Tilden called two witnesses, in whose presence he 
read the letter, and then burned it. He now suf- 
fers Wade to make the denial, and consents him- 
self to be branded a liar, until after the election, 
when the responsibility, depend upon it, will be 
shifted upon Senator Wade. 

Such are the Scott men, and such is General 
Scott at the North. Upon the other hand, a Mr. 
Addams, one of the Whig delegates to the Scott 
convention, corroborated by the testimony of 
John M. Botts, Senator Jones, and others, repre- 
sents General Scott as being ‘* dead for the fugi- 
tive slave law.’’ 

Mr. Addams says, that General Scott held the 
following language to the Mississippi delegation: | 


*“T am well pleased, too, gentlemen, with the platform 
you have adopted—it meets my hearty and cordial approval; 
and let me assure you, gentlemen, that this is no new-born 
faith with me. Years ago I entertained the sentiments 
expressed in that platform on the subject of southern rights. 

[ can assure you that I was one of the first to give in my 
hearty and cordial approval and indorsement of those meas- 
ures, when they were before Congress. There were but 
two others ahead of me in point of time in their advocacy | 
and approval of those measures. I mean Mr. Clay, and || 
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Senator Foote, of your Stare. As eainy as 1850, when first 
brought before Congress, I openty avowed myself the friend 
of those measures, and then, and since, as many I think as 
an average of five times a day, have I openly and publicly 
declared my sentiments to man, woman, and child, who 
has approached me on the subject. ¥ 

‘* My name has been coupled with that of Mr. William 
H. Seward, and I have been charged with entertaining 
sentiments in common with himin reference to southern 
institutions. Nothing can be more unjustand false. [t ig 
true, | am personally acquainted with Mr. Seward, and 
that he is personally my friend; but I am not responsible 
for his peculiar sentiments, nor those of any other man 
who may see proper to support me; and no man living 
knows better than he what my opinions are and always 
have been. I made his acquaintance some time in the year 
°36 or °37. [had not met with him, or corresponded with, 
or interchanged communications with him, however, du- 
ring the interval from the year 742 to 50. In the latter year, 
during the pending of the compromise measures before 
Congress, | met with him in traveling through New Jersey. 
He approached me upon the subject of those measures, and 
asked my opinion in relation thereto. I replied to him in 
these words: ‘ Sir, I am dead for the Constitution—dead 


Sor the Union—dead for the compromise—@nd dead against 


any man who is opposed to them or either of them.’ The 
language used by myself on that occasion was su positive 
and emphatic that, in alluding to it since—for he well re- 
members the conversation—he has even charged me with 
rudeness.”’ 

My colleague says: 

‘As to the FUGITIVE LAW, I condemn and denounce it on 
all occasions. Iam against its iniquitous, cruel, unjust pro- 
visions, AND ALL MEN WHO SU8TAIN IT.”? 

Yet, my colleague is one of the ‘* chief cooks 
and bottle-washers”’ in the Scott organization at 
the North. General Scott says: 

“‘Tam dead for the Constitution—dead for the Union— 
DEAD FOR THE COMPROMISES, AND DEAD AGAINST ANY 
MAN WHO IS OPPOSED TO IT.”? 

Somebody is imposed upon. 
or the South is da eated—dreadfully, shamefully 
cheated. A greater fraud upon the elective fran- 
chise is being perpetrated by General Scott and 
his friends than that of Gardiner, Corwin & Co., 
upon the National Treasury. And, sir, although 
I do not include this in my investigation resolu- 
tion, 1 warn my colleague, when he accuses me of 
deception and dodging, ** Men who live in glass 
houses should not throw stones.’ 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask my col- 
league to withdraw his call for the previous ques- 


Either the North 


| tion for ten minutes; I will renew it. 


Mr. MEADE. I wish to offer an amendment 
to the preamble, unless it is accepted as a modifi- 
cation of the resolution by the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. OLDS. I wish to say to my colleague and 
the House, that he had opportunity to make his 
attack upon me during a whole hour. I have re- 
plied only to the allegations that he has made 
against me. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is out of order. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I hope my colleague will 
be allowed ten minutes of reply. 

The amendment of Mr. MEape was read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

Whereas, a strong suspicion rests upon the public mind 
that fraudulent claims have been allowed by the late Mexi- 
ean Claims Commissioners, with one of which it is sus- 
pected Thomas Corwin, Secretary of the Treasury, has 
been improperly connected: therefore, &c. 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent for the 
gentleman from Ohio to modify his resolution, in 
the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. OLDS. Permit me to say I am willing 
that my colleague should have the floor ten min- 
utes, or halfan hour. My anxiety is this: I fear 
there may be a disposition to carry this resolution 
to the table, by proceeding to other business, and I 
may not be able to reach itagain. All I ask is, 
that an investigation may be had. I have pledged 
myself to the country that this investigation shall 
be had, and my colleague has pledged himself that 
Mr. Corwin would challenge investigation. I 
withdraw ye call, on the condition that it shall be 
renewed by colleague. 

Mr. ST V' NS, of Pennsylvania. I wish to 
ask the gentleman, as I expect to vote for his res- 
olution, whether, under the circumstances, he in- 
tends to serve upon the committee? 

Mr. OLDS. _I will not serve upon the commit- 
tee. I shall ask the Speaker to excuse me. 

Mr. STEVENS. I supposed not, as you have 
already condemned him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Ido not rise, Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of following my colleague 
through the remarks he has just submitted. [ 
consider the time of the House, at this late period, 
too precious to be consumed in ee my col- 
league, further than I have already compelled 











